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1732.—<^{0^ 

1973 (1974 ^ 3lWWT U 2) ^ «nTr 24 ^ (8 ) 

?TTF ^irPw^ ^ 3Pi1n Rcrft “3^ ^ 

^ stM, arsrar 

(#^3niJ) ?KI 3r#ra 1^ ^ ^ 

■3?F1 3PT ^ «'4l<rn ^ ^ 1^ fp=TN5T 
^ WIMHI ^ 

^ ^ Pi^<w «r»^a1 ;— 

^ ' 

1. 3IR 

2. TTSp^Wr ^ 

3. 3ih^ 

4. (q'*!4 oImi 

[m IT. 225/09/2012-1^^.^-11] ' 

’^’1, 3T^ TTI^W 


MINISTRYOFPERSCNSNEUPUBLiCGRlEVANCES 

ANDPENSIONS 

(Department of Persmmd and Training) 

New Delhi, the 10th May, 2012 

i 

S.O. 1732.—In ex 0 x:ise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (8) of Section 24 of the Ctxle of Crinunal 
Procedure, 1973 (Act No. 2 of 1974), the Central Government 
hereby appoints toe following Advocates as Special Public 
Prosecutor of the Delhi Special Police Establishment 
(Central Bureau of Investigation) in the Delhi High Court 
at New Delhi for conducting the prosecution appeals, 
revisions or other matter arising out of the cases 
investigated by toe Delhi Special Police Establishment 
(CBl). 

S/Shri 

1. R.V.Sinha 

2. Ms. Rajdipa Behura 

3. Manoj Ohri 

4. Jitendra \^jay Tomer 

[F. No. 225/09/2012-AVD-lIl 
RAJIV JAIN, Under Secy. 



1706 GI/2012 













THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MAY 26, 2012/JYAISTHA 5,1934 


[Part I^-Sbc. 3(ii)) 


4146 


10 ^, 2012 

air. 1733 .—is Titoi 
1973 (1974^3?ft#mu 2)^«1RT24^'3^-^(8) 
S.l<l ^ M*lVl "3^ ‘^TRO^FT, 

«P#if, liHOiyuf)' tu 

SRT ^ 3?^ afp^ ^ 

31WF 3Rft, aRT^l^jT^ 

^ ^ '4' h 

[m 225155120 11 -'^.^.^.-II] 

New Delhi, the 10th May, 2012 

S.O. 1733.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (8) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1973 (Act No. 2 of 1974), the Central Government 
hereby appoints Md. Ashraf Ali, Advocate as Special Public 
Prosecutor of the Delhi Special Police Establishment 
(Central Bureau of Investigation) in the Calcutta High Court 
at Kolkata for conducting the prosecution appeals, 
revisions or other matters arising out of the cases 
investigated by the Delhi Special Police Establishment 
(CBI). 

[F. No. 225/55/2011-AVD-II] 
RAJIV JAIN, Under Secy. 

10 2012 

W.3?r. 1734,—'hsOM T^T^gRT <rll5dl, 

1973 (1974 ^ ■??. 2) 1897 

(1897 ^ 10) ^ «lRf 16 ^■^TT^l'qfecmra 24 

^3^-«1KT (8) 

«fi)<rl4ildl aflr 3^ -4I^I(rl^l, JpidH 

aftr 4»<n<t>Tii 3 Eg ^ "Rfe 7TMT ^ 

3Tftl^?!r-?L 225/11/2010-^ito-n 1^^4-5-2010 
?Rr l4Mdl 1%, <<«b)d ^ ^ -4' 

3lfq'^lsj|cb ^ ^ Tjf ^ 

I 

[m u 225/55/201 i-'q;.^.^.-n] 
TTsft^ 31^ 

New Delhi, the 10th May, 2012 

S.O. 1734.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (8) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1973 (Act No. 2 of 1974), read with Section 16 
of the General Clauses Act, 1897 (Act No. 10 of 1897), the 


Central Government hereby cancels the ^)pointment of 
Smt. Bimla Singh, Advocate as Special Public Prosecutor 
of the Central Bureau of Investigation in the Calnitta High 
Court at Kolkata and in Sikkim High Court at Gangtok 
Circuit Bench of Calcutta High Court at Port Blair issued 
vide tiiis Department Notification No. 225/11/2010-AVD-II 
dated 4-5-2010. 

[F. No. 225/55/2011-AVD-II] 
RAJIV JAIN, Under Secy. 
10 '*T^, 2012 

W.31T. 1735.— 

WFTlsrfqfWT, 1946 (1946^3rfMfWT^. 25)?l>t«im6 
^ m ^ tlRT 5 ^ ^-^RT (1) 5RT TO Wi 

11 % TF»5T «^6hK, (T^) 

^ 1 %^ 21 - 11-2011 ^ ^ # ( 1 TOT) 

259/2011/^ m TO W# ^ is I860 

(1860 U 45) ^ 307 ^ 3T?pf?T 

^ 3tiqN^, 

Tmr PqcTMH sm 

^ SPRW U 1990/2011 (T«n <mjcM 

wni 3PT aPRRJ ^ 3^ ^RISR ^ t%T ^ 3PRW 
^ 3^’ 3^ SPKm ^ 3R^ ^ 

^ 3fk %Tf%jR 3n 

I^WR TP2? ^-^f 3R?ft t I 

[m 228/78/201 l-T?.^.^.-n] 


New Delhi, the 10th May, 2012 

S.O. 1735.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of tile Delhi 
Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 of1946), 
the Central Government with the consent of the State 
Government of Kerala Home (M) Department, 
Thiruvananthapuram, vide Notification GO. (Ms.) No. 259/ 
201 1/Home, dated 21-11-2011, hereby extends thepowers 
and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police 
Establishment to the whole of the State of Kerala for 
investigation of Crime No. 1990/2011 under Section 307 of 
Indian Penal Code, 1860 (Act No. 45 of 1860) registered at 
Police SUUion Kottarakkara, Kollam District, Koala relating 
to the alleged attack on Sri Krishnakumar, Teacher, Rama 
Mlasom Vocational Higher Secondary School, Valakam, 
Kottarakkara and attempt, abetment and conspiracy in 
relation to or in connection with the above mentioned 
offence and any other offence or offence committed in 


■IWXPB 


Tiir 


wpiififrniv >»iwmw^i ■ 


26,12012^63 5, 1934 



!, 2011 ^ ^ ^ 1^ 'IRcft^ It^I^ ^ 

■^il^ ^ PiA?i«»> ^ ■^, iif^n "t I 


[tjfirn—Tsr>53(ii)] 

course of the same transaction or arising out of Oie same 
facts. 

[F. No. 228/78/2011-AVD-II] 
RAJIV JAIN, Under Secy, 
ftw ^^5TFW 
(ftwPT) 

^ Is^rci), 1 2012 

W.3ir. 1736.^^1^ 1987 (1987 

?P! 53) ^ «IRr 6 (1) ^ ^ 

TTtoif ^ ^ Hd^gKI, 

3iraRT 

^*iR ^ dc*i<a 'Jriira ^ sfk ^ sim 

3iraRT 3 ?It ^ 

<*(1*1 3n^RT ^Ni ^ Pi^Vld* H'’'S<M ^ ^ 

uIho ^JTdt I 

[TPI U 24/17/2010-3Tlt^q»-n] 
Tm 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 

(Department of Financial Services) 

New Delhi, the 1st May, 2012 

S.0.1736.—In exercise of the powers, conferred by 
clause (e) of sub'section (1) of Section 6 of the National 
Housing Bank Act, 1987 (53 of 1987), the Central 
Govenmient hereby apfraints Shri Susheel Kumar, Joint 
Secretary, Ministry of Housing Urban & Poverty Alleviation 
as Director on the Board of Directors of the National 
Housing' Bank in place of Shri Arun Kumar Misra, Secretary, 
Ministry of Housing Urban & Poverty Alleviation with 
immediate effect until fuithers orders. 

[F.NO.24/17/2010-IF-II] 

RAMAN KUMAR GAUR, Under Secy. 

8 ^, 2012 

1737.—*TR3 Wbf 

f^^^20 r^dM<,2011 ^ 

3(ii) ^ 9d> l fild 1/1/2010-^3^-1 ^ 3lff^ 

^ W ^ ^ :— 

viRdrir ^ 3(rfi^f^, 1934 (1934 ^ 2) ^ 
«fRr 8 ^ 3^-tITO ( 1) ^ (^) ?RI 31^ Titeif ^ 

^ ^ ^ 20 


[TRTt 1/1/2010-^-1] 

A 

^ - A_ ■ __ . -■ ■ - 

New Delhi, the 8di May, 2012 

S.O. 1737.— Government of India, Ministry of 
Finance, Department of Financial Services, Notification 
N(^.1/1/2010-130-I datedd)e20th September, 2011,inibli^red 
mjPart n, Section 3(ii) of the Gazette of India, has been 
paWially modified and may be read as under:— 

In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (c) of 
sub-section (1) of Section 8 of die Reserve Bulk of India 
A(^t, 1934 (2 of 1934), die Central Government hereby 
noriiinates Shri Dipankar Gupta, to be Director ofdie Central 
Bbard of Directors of ReswveBank of India for a period of 
years with effect fiom 20th September, 2011. 

[F.No. 1/1/2010-BO-I] 
VUAY MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 

1^^, 8'*1^, 2012 

19BT.31T. 1738,—'FTd ^rl fqn1*i 

^ 17 2011 ^ W ^ Wni ^ *IPT II 

3(ii) y+lHdd l/l/2010-^3lt-I^ 

^3(n?itftim wt ^# rnHi^WKw 

:— 

arftiffSTTR, 1934 ( 

do 9 ^ (1) ^ 31^ ^ TPibr ^ 

2dll 

T^irfrir ^ ^ ^ ’1 i(hu ^ I 

[mri. i/i/20io-'^-i] 

r^. ■ . A rv 

n'liM 3(T^ 

I Newpelhi, theSth May,2012 

[ S,0. n38,-^^ dtoistry of 

Finance, D^ulment of Financial Services, Notification 
No. 1 /1/2010-BO-I dated the 17th October, 2011, published 
in I Part II, Section 3(ii) of the Gazette of India, has been 
pajrtially modified and may be read as under :— 

In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-secticm 
(1) of Section 9 of the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934 (2 of 
19|34), the Central Government hereby nominates Shri M. V. 
R(yeev Gowda, to be the Member of the Southern Area 
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Locil Board of Reserve Bank of India for a period of four 
yeai|? with effect from 17th October, 2011. 

[F.No. 1/1/20 lO-BO-I] 

VIJAY MALHOTRA, Under Secy, 


f^T 




2012 

W. 3ir. 1739.—W ferak 

^ 23 2011 ^ «rR^T ^ TR^ ^ ^ II 

3(ii) l/l/2010-^3Tt-I ^ 










^ aiftilfwi, 1934 (1934 ^ 2) ^ 
^ ■3q-«lRT ( 1) ^ TO ?TfTOf ^ ^ 

^f^ ^ l fg|4> ^23 f^TcTRi:, 2011 

^ ^ 31^ ^ 1^ ^ ^ TTf?^ 8^ 

^ ws^ ^ ^ -jnfTm 11 


[•^TT, U 1/1/2010-^31^-1] 
aRt yf^ci 

New Delhi, the 8th May, 2012 

S.O. 1739.—Government of India, Ministry of 
ice, Department of Financial Services, Notification 
/2010-BO-I dated the 23rd September, 2011, published 
II Section 3(ii) of the Gazette of India, has been 
ii illy modified and may be read as under :- 

In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section 
(1) of Section 9 of the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934 (2 of 
, the Central Government hereby nominates Shri Kiran 
Kam k, to be the Member of the Western Area Local Board 
of Re serve Bank of India for a period of four years with 
effect from 23rd September, 2011. 


Finai|< 
No. 
in Pi 
part 


1/1 

art 


[F.No. 1/1/2010-BO-I] 
VIJAY MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 
^ 8 TTf, 2012 


W. 31T. 1740.—*IPRT m*\{, ^ tniTO, 

^ 22 ftlelH<, 2011 ^ TO ^ TITO ^ WT II 
Kii) M+lftld Wn l/l/2010-'^3ft-r^ 

^ ^ 3n?itf«ieT t ^ 


■ .*r^ i 

301511+ 
'*ir^ : 


RRcfhi 1934 (1934 ^ 2) ^ 

RRl 8 ^ ■^R-KTRT (1) ^ 'mZ (R) SRI TO W\ 


26, 2012/JYAISTHA 5,1934 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)j 

31^ «FT^ RT 22 

2011 ^ ^3Rf^ ^ %TRcfk ^ ^ 

^ ^ "4 'IlfHCl ctiTdl I 

[RT. R. 1/1/2010-'#3Tt-I] 
teR 3TcR^gf^ 

New Delhi, the 8th May, 2012 

S.O. 1740.—Government of India, Ministry of 
Finance, Department of Financial Services, Notification 
No. 1/1/2010-BO-I dated the 22nd September, 2011, 
published in Part II Section 3(ii) of the Gazette of India, has 
been partially modified and may be read as under :- 

In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (c) of 
Sub-section (1) of Section 8 of the Reserve Bank of India 
Act, 1934 (2 of 1934), the Central Government hereby 
nominates Shri Najeeb Jung, to be Director of the Central 
Board of Directors of Reserve Bank of India for a period of 
four years with effect from 22nd September, 2011. 

[F.No. 1/1/2010-BO-I] 
VIJAY MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 

8 2012 

3ir. 1741.—RR?T Rraro, 

tRRFT Rft 23 ffmRT, 2011 RRcT ^ TTTO ^ RRl II 

3(ii) y^hlPvid iRsqT 1/1/20lO-'^ai^-I 

3Tff^ ^ aiTTTtftRT fRRT RRT f 3fk IRRT 3 RR 

RRcftR 3lfR^1RR, 1934 ( 1934 RJT 2) Rft 

RR19 Rft^-tlRT (1) ^ TO RT RRh RR^ 

TRRJR, Rd<tfiKI, ^ 3lf% RTR^^RR RTl 23 
2011 RT) 3TRfR ^ RRRlR ^ ^ 

^ WftR^^'TOR^^^RlfRRRRchi I 

[RR.R. l/l/2010-^3i)-I] 
Re?lRT, 3TRT RfRR 
New Delhi, the 8th May, 2012 

S.O. 1741.—Government of India, Ministry of 
Finance, Department of Financial Services, Notification 
No. 1/1/2010-BG-I dated the 23rd SeptembCT, 2011, published 
in Part II Section 3(ii) of the Gazette of India, has been 
partially modified and may be read as under 

In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section 
(1) of Section 9 of the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934 (2 of 
1934), the Central Government hereby nominates Shri Anil 



[^U—■^§053(10] 
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Kakodkar, to be the Member of the Nordiem Area Local 
Board of Reserve Bank of India for a period of four years 
with effect from 23rd September, 2011. 

[ENo. 1/1/2010-BO-I] 

VIJAY MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 

■=Tf 8 2012 

1742.—W t^xT ^TSnm, 

2011 ^«iR?r^Tnrnr^«iFTii'8P>» 
3(ii) ^ 3r 4i i rv i d -- HW I 1/1/2010-^-1 ^ 3riftw» 

f%?IT W f ^ ^ :- 

«?R?{h ^ adqfspm, 1934 (1934 ^ 2) ^ 

«iim 8 ^(1) ^ (n) srtr to ?i!wilf ^ 

^ 7 arsF^, 2011 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^'nftcT ^ I 

[^. T(. l/l/2010-^-I] 
mK 

New Delhi, the 8th May, 2012 

S.O. 1742.—Government of India, Ministry of 
Finance, Department of Financial Services, Notificaticm 
No.l/l/2010-BO-I dated the 7th October, 2011,published 
in Part II Section 3(ii) of the Gazette of India, has been 
partially modified and maybe read as under ;- 

In exercise of the powers confened by clause (c) of 
Sub-section (1) of Section 8 of the Reserve Bank of India 
Act, 1934 (2 of 1934), the Central Government hereby 
nominates Shri Yezdi Hiiji, Malegam, to be dk director of 
the Central Board of Directors of Reserve Bank of India 
for a period of four years with effect frbin 7th October, 
2011. 

[ENo. 1/1/2010-BO-I] 
_ VIJAY MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 

^Pirnr 

nfrinr a>^iui ftwni) 

19 31^,2012 

W. an. 1743.—*[Rxfhl rdfaritf 3lft?fTO, 
1956 (1956^ 102) 11 (2) SRTTO 

^ ^ W«FR:, fdRhcMI 

rH'Hfcrllvad afk ^ '^TTCRT: 


■ 3 ^ - 

(3r) ** *lRdI 311^1 ^ 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

3^3 3jR i H n ft rfU iWIL i d urqfre ^ -m fHHf^d 

^ 'SlaRod f«F^ ■ante'll, 3!*R1: :- 

*‘wx3<hr^i# (adwWfew) 

(3piRfe4fT)” 

2011 ^ 3i«wr' 

ftST^ ^ Tl^ 
■nWf V1TW ftdH, 
^ m 

HRtrtuiyi ftifibrill 31^ 
■W)l 

(^) “ HRdlMM rttPhcHI*' 31^ ?WtF IT? 

(2) ^ <»fd4d i^HW4> IWfftWPieflW4 

^ xfftrxi ^ 

(3) ^ ^ -% 31^ aiRm 

nfilfe 3X1^ IWrT 3lfilfe ^ ^ ^ 

^fnx»n, 3r*ra: 

, ‘*WX3f(TXiaflf TIFRXrXT ( 31 l »jf4fecH( ) 

(siraWfTO)” 

(^3*1*^,2011 ^3?«im 
3X1*1^ 31^ *ft^ 

nfTifwi «n 

1^, 

^eiH,nlHdii§ sliu t^^ci 
fdr4>rill 3nf?lT#fr )l 

(3) HRd I MIkf rdfacH I 3n^31^3^ (2) 

*^3RI*f3^. aiRqrqi^ am 

'^'4141^ (3tR 31^) X?T*T^ ^ X?ftn<T>9 

3T3 4iTc1h ( 3 ) 31d4d 

3fRr*1 3lf^ 33 3XF^ XWf«m 3lPlfe ^ 3K fdHMtad 
aidlq^ lclh<<( 'dlV.MI, dHd: 
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(w 2011 ^ 

3?«raT ^ 

^mm, cren3f (-3^ 
31^) ^ nM^ '3n 
j% iTOrfipi)’ ^ 
tf. asmiTO^ 

Iq<q(qaiciq ‘^'slNK,'^^ 


aj^ariWt )i 


Iot f^uiufl : 1. Wld4»)TK ^iraiRFI ^ W! ^ 


^ HT^dl ^ 3Tf«raiW*T 
3 wm 5 ^ ^ ^ 

a' 4 V^ ?WW ehOHl I 


2. 4 ^ 3?Td^q4»dl ^ 

3itiflR ^-^dl ^ WT TR 
•i4)qi<«i ^ 1w?r 1^ ^ 

Mfl«IIMW^M HId^Bld< 

Mrad"#il 31^ 3rfHc»l4 ^ ^ 
^ I 

[U \ 12012/19/2012-3^1?^ (^-II)] 
3lf^5n f^Mld), 3ld<. tlfqc( 


{I>«p; 


.a 


qn 


S. 

sub-sectii 
Council Ab 
after consiUi 
the follovu] 
the said A 

In the said 


(a) agains: 
Bangalor: 
Qualificat < 
the last 
‘Abbreviaki 


MINISTtRY OF HEALTH AND FAME.Y WELFARE 
tartment of Health and Family Welfare) 

New Delhi, the 19th April, 2012 

1743.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
(2) of the Section 11 of the Indian Medical 
:t, 1956(102 of 1956), die Central Government, 
Iting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes 
ling further amendments in the First Schedule to 
ft, namely:- 

schedule- 


Rajiv Gandhi University of Health Sciwices, 
under the heading ‘Recognised Medical 
on’ [ hereinafter referred to as column (2) ], after 
and entry relating thereto under the heading 
ion for Registration’ [hereinafter referred to as 
column (3j)], the following shall be inserted, namely:* 


edtryi 


“Master 

(Orthopaejdi 


of Surgery 
lies)” 


MS (Orthopaedics) 


(This shall be a 
recognised medical 
qualification when 
granted by Rajiv Gandhi 


26, 2012/JYAISTHA 5,1934 [Part II— Sec. 3 (ii)] 

University of Health 
Sciences, Bangalore in 
respect of students being 
trained at M.V.J. Medical 
College, Bangalore, 
Karnataka on or after 
May, 2011. 

(b) against" Vinayaka Mission’s University,Salem, Tamil 
Nadu” under the heading ‘Recognised Medical 
Qualification’ [hereinafter referred to as colunm (2)], after 
the last entry and entry relating thereto under the heading 
‘Abbreviation for Registration’ [hereinafter referred to as 
column (3)], the following shall be inserted, namely:* 

‘‘Master of Surgery MS (Orthopaedics) 

(Orthopaedics)” 

(This shall be a 
recognised medical 
qualification when 
granted by Vinayaka 
Mission’s University, 
Salem, Tamil Nadu in 
respect of students being 
trained at Aarupadai 
Veedu Medical College, 
& Hospital, Puducherry 
on or after November, 
2011. 

(c) aganst ‘‘Dr. RML Avadh University, Farizabad,Uttar 
Pradesh” under the heading ‘Recognised Medical 
Qualification’ [hereinafter refored to as column (2)}, after 
the last entry and entry relating thereto under the heading 
‘Abbreviation for Registration’ [hereinafter referred to as 
column (3)], the following shall be inserted, namely:- 


“Diploma in Orthopaedics” D. Ortho. 

(This shall be a recogmsed 
medical qualification when 
granted by Dr. RML 
Avadh University. 
Faizabad, Uttar Pradesh in 
respect of students being 
trained at Era’s Lucknow 
Medical College, & 
Hospital, Lucknow, Uttar 
Pradesh on or after 
September, 2011. 


Note to all :1. The recognition so granted to a 
Postgraduate Course shall be for a maximum 
period of 5 years, upon which it shall have 
to be renewed. 

2. Failure to seek timely renewal of recognition 
as required in sub-clause-4 shall invariably 




I 


[«FTn—tap» 53 (u)] 
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result in stoppage of admissions to t^e 
concerned Postgraduate Course. 


[No.U. 12012/19/2012-MEa»-I<)] 
ANITA TRIPAIHI, Under Se^. 


of Minerals and Ores Group-1, namely, Inm Ore ^)ecifi 9 d 
in the Schedule’ annexed to the notification of the 
Government oflndia in the Ministry of Commoee number 
S.0.3975, dated the 20diDecend)er, 1965, priortoesqxirt of 
the said Minerds and Ores, at Goa, subject to die following 


Qtfhijq conditions, namely:- 


16^,2012 j 

m. 1744. —^*<04 w»K ,frqhr 

fsm, 1964 12 

1¥rf?T f444U| 19^ 

(1963 22) ^ tira 7 ^(1) mTO ?if^ 

ipF rimr, ^-403 

802 ^ w 3»fM^ ^ 3RTRR ^ ^ ^ ^ 

ft>A!ll4» ?fiT.3n. 3975 tfrfN 20 1965 ^ ^ 

^ ^ -i ^ 

314^ 4JT f^FlfeTfiSRT ^ 3?^ ^ 

314^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3tfit4fT«r ^ ^ ^ RPrar 44n 4^ i 

Ci) m M 4, m, 4»ijf 

4I5H Tier. ins, 4R4!t-^ 41*4, ^-403 80^ 

^ 3t414if, "RiJir-I 44 f5f4f4 (14^) ^44, 196$ 
^ ^ 4 ^ 3?«ft4 ^ W 3igfRqT 4ft ^ , 

SRI HWRRm 3Tf44nft4f 4# 44f4T 3lt^ 

(ii) ^ ^ 4 Wr UL % 4 40, ^ 

41^ l^4n?0 4t*0 4R45t-4l 4I4T, ^-403 802 

^ 3tfi|^ ^ 3nifN 314^ ^ ^ WT ^ ^ t4^ SRT 
344^ 'sft Pr^tfl* (ftt4P4 sftr 44lftfd f4*^) 

4f^ SRI WI-044 4^101134^^4111^ I 

[44. 0. 4/4/2012-1^ M0OI] 

4?fT. 0*i«W 01^4 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE ANDffOHJSTRV 

(D^artmaitofCommaxe) 

I4ew Delhi, die 16th May, 2012 

S.O. 1744.—^In exercise ofthe powers conferred 1^ 
sub-section (1) of Section 7 of the Export (Quality Controli 
and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), read with sub- 
rule(2) of rule 12 of the Export (Quality Control andj 
Inspection) Rules,1964, die Central Government hereby; 
recognises M/s. Minerals Lab Services Pvt. Ltd. 4th Floor, 
Kaima Paes Avenue, F. L. Gomes Road, Vasco-da gama.' 
Goa-403 802, as an agency for aperiod of diree years from 
the date of publication of diis notificatiOtt,frn’ die inspection! 


(0 diatM/8.MmeralsL8bServicesPvtUd.4thFk)or, 
Karma Paes Avenue, F.L. Gomes Road,\4uco-da 
gama, Goa-403802, shall give adequate fiKilities 
to die ofiBcers nmninated by die Eiqioft Inflection 
Council in this behalf to examine the method of 
inspection followed by diem in carrying out the 
mqiectimi under rule 4 of the Export of Minerals 
end Ores, Groiq>-I (Inflection) Rules, 1965; and 

(iO diatM/&MmeialsLabServicesPvt.Ud.4thFloor, 
Karma Paes Avrauie, F.L. Gomes Road,Mttco-da 
gama, Goa-403 802, in the poformance of their 
function under diis notification shal l be bound 
by such directions as the Director (Inflection 
and Quahty Control), Export Inspecdmi Council 
may give in writing from time to time. 

9^. No. 4/4/2012-Eiq)(nt Inflection] 
___ D.S.DHESI,JtSecy. 

i6npm 

(yfh aiyfiiw ^ ftip Ih uw ) 

9 4^, 2012 

jfiTi 3ir. 174S.—^484 WmtK, H4I04 4»fh 3?3^ 

H 44* TCTRim (Tf4 ^ 0144^^ 

44 I 4 ) PWHiqtrft 1976 ^ 1444 10 ^ ^-1444 (4) ^ 
03444 ^ ipm ''F40 3134414 mfH, 4 > l 4<* l U , 
^10 034414 ^, 4»W*4i04, ^T0 4f11445^ 80 

4fo04 ^ 0f44? 4»*Nft4f4lt4l44 4n44144» ^in4I4R 
%4T t, T^il^RT 3|f4^4?14>4ft t I 

[4J10 13-10/2009-fiNI/27-52] 
f404l4f,3I4T4l44 
Mffni^rRV (Hi’AGRICULTURE 
(Department of Agricultural Research and Education) 
New Delhi, the 9th May, 2012 

S.G. 1745.—In pursuance of sub-Rule (4) of Rule 
10 of the Ofifrcial Language (use for official purpose of die 
Union) Rules 1976, the Central Government, Ministry of 
Agriculture, Department of Agricultural Research and 
Education hereby notifies the Regional Research Centre, 
Kaya mkulam. Kerala of CP. C JLL, Kasaragod, Ketaka where 
more than 80% of staff have acquired the working 
knowledge of Hindi. 

[No. 13-10/2009-Hindi/27-52] 
VUAY SINGH, UnderSecy. 
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Taro aik f^Rirnr iniRW 

( ftVMI ) 

16^11^, 2012 

W.W, 1746.—TR«f>K fqfeo T?5 3TF^» "SRI "^IRt Hi-sn 'SRFl TSf ^ Wl 

TO ^ m ^ w^fTT i 1t^ ^rfSm ^ Tji 3n^ ^) w ^ ^ 

^ ^ 3rf«lfTTO, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) 1T«?1 W afk ^ ("RfS^ W\ 1987 ^ ^ 315^ i 3?!? ^ 

^ i % <rl^lWI< TJ^ ^ 3T^%1 ^ W«f?IT ^^1^ 3^k MRf^Td^T ^ 'aM'^eW ^ 31^ 

<^Mi; 

3m:, 3W, ^RarR, "aa?! 3lft#m ^ ^fTO 36 ^ ‘aWTl (7) 3?^ ■aq^TRl (8) Wi VlRwilT ^ 3rqh ^ ^ 
^fq^ Rl«m 3ll|l^i4l1, 289 l(z W VdlR^I 32750, ^ rc(rdf?id ^ O.S ^ ” M^reldU 

II- 3TlRft^II-^3n^ 2, Mrtfldis II-^4H^d 3131^ 2, II-TWqqt” ^ ^ ^ 

^ an, afe an am iT’t (f^ TOaitt,aaa mfem ai?i aar i) afR 1^ 

3m st^q[a?i in?^ %, 231 -13^ 2, '^-Tiafn^, f^-a^^-391243 ?RT aiRf f^ 

^ a^aar aia ta^ft aRa?fa ^ faafRr 1^ aar t afR sr^alaa f^ 3n| aa ^/09/i 1/139 1^ aar t, 

37#aa aana-aa aR^ ^ i 

aaa afe^ Hi'fl ^ 3mnaT 3 t^ aft arai ^ Rr?r 3 ^ aftrat^ am ^ Rik, ama aaRTt an 1 
3nfta-i 



3n^-2 ; afecT ^ -fst^ aft atf^ aa^ an araam 1 
^ Rar^ R* 3mia-3mTa ai^i Ra^feai' aR^ ^Rl "if RiaR R t^ar ataia mIs an aar cimiA 3fR 
aa ^ aRa?fa an aai d^fiA Rm. ^ 1 Tfat^ atas aft aR ataia 3TaaT ■s«c^T^a aa an am ararar ar amm "t 1 ac^ar 
tfaR 3pTifa^^^miatRaa^^RmaaraR3tR#^aftatmma#mRBaTaTaamTt i^'aR^ 
smr aar amR aaj^ amn amr t RiR mta? ar aami t mfm aft^ Wat ^ at^ aft ^ a a^ 1 ac^at^^amfafr 
a?ifA ^ fma arar ar'tta^i’‘‘^ftara’Rrmr araaT I 


[an.a.'s^a*i-2i (334)/20io] 

a^. Maar am 





[WTII—-0^300] 


26,2012/^5^5, 1934 
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MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS^ FOOD AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 
(Department of Consumer Affairs) 

NewDelhi,tiie 16thMarch, 2012 

S.0.1746,—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it along with the Model 
Approval Certificate issued by the NMI, Netherlands is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure 
given below) is in conformity with the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976(60 of 1976) and the 
Standards of Weights and Measures( Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy 
over periods of sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby approves, issued and publishes die certificate of approval of the model of electronic calculator- 
cum-loading batch controller of series “Multiload II-RCUII-DIV 2, Multiload II-EXL ML2, Multiload II-SMP” with Brand 
Name “Multiload 11” and Accuracy Class 0.5 (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Toptech 
Systems Inc,, 289 Hunt Park Cove, Longwood, Florida 32750, USA and sold in India without any alteration before or after 
sale by M/s. IDEX Fluid & Metering Private LM, 231-1 &2, Por Industrial Estate, Por-Ramangamdi, Dist. Vadodara-391243 
and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/11/139; 

The said model is a component for measuring systems for the continuous and dynamic measurement of quantities 
of liquids other than water, 

Figure-1 



Figure-2: Schematic Diagram of sealing provision of the model 

The switches consist of two sqiarate external magnetic bolts, one for program mode access, and one for W & M 
change access. Program or W & M access is achieved for removing the corresponding bolt. Each bolt has a small hole that 
can be sealed with a wire and lead seal to detect unauthorized access. Both bolts are also have an external fold down cover 
that can be locked to prevent moving someone fiom removing either bolt. The cover will also be stamped as “W & M” or 
“Program” to indicate the function of each bolt. 


1706 GI/2012—2 


[F.No.WM-21(334)/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 


4154 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MAY 26, 2012/JYAlSTHA 5,1934 


[Pari-II—SEC. 3(ii)] 


16^,2012 

^.3TT. 1747.—^^ ■4r[, "qT ^ ^ ^ t 

3^3 ^ M 31Tf1?T ^■) W cT«lT irrq aiftrfwr, 1976( 1976 ^ 60) 3S^] W 3^ WT 

(■qT5<T! ^ 3T^qk3) 1WT, 1987 ^ 3q^’^' ^ 3T3^ t 31^ ^ ^ ■^fWTT t % dMIdP ^ ■^’ «ft 3^ 'RfecT 

w«fjn ^3FT Tzirn ^ qRrwrd^T ■4‘ 3qf^ im\ wq 7#m; 

3R:, 3R, 'FRiR, «3=K1 STT^^Fi^H ^5^ 36 ^ 3q *1RI (7) 3Tk (8) SKI ys^l TPitq ^ 

116HH4) WK, ■d5,TRPTI Cq^)-147101 ^W^fclT CqsiT^fdl ^ Ill) ^ “TTRRRZt” 

^ 3f^ 3WTq (t^OT3Tfq) ^ 9ff5 ^ 3W “ t (f^ 

'TT^3^ ■ifeT ^ TRT t) srk f^ 31^qt^ 3TT^ ^/09/l 1/585 W t, ^ 

I I 


m- 


3 ^ ifeT TTpF IRTR ^ 31 RTTft 3 3 R^^n%T cfe <jq 4 )<U| (t^ 3 rT 3 I?R) f i 

30 f^.Tn. 3^ ^=?jqcET 100 TT. tl WTTTT HNMH 3TfRl^ (^) 5 Tn. t I Ti;^ i f^RRH 

3ir^^l^dH RRR t I TfW 3RT^ (lJ.d^4l) 'SR^ 71^ qRu i lH 3R^f$m -^RdT t I 
3q^Rjq 230 3fk 50 yoHiqcil fq^d TRFT RT ^RtTI ■f I 

3TTflt3-l 





343 


3TT^rf^-2 : RT^ ^ Rt^STTR^ ^RillH I 

rs^c^ ^ «<l’Sl "4 RFR f^RTRRR RT "Rtt^Tq ^ 'Jlldl ^ I ^Itrl ^ "RT®? "feRT^ ^ "^^3 3TTT 

zrq RjRT '4' ^ "4' ^IfdO ^ER rH=hld+< Rt^r "5^ 'W t l tfel ^ 4l1d«j4 ^ 3tRy ^ Rt^RTO 

^RillH 3q<l4d RR] t I 

3qRnRT RT^ ^ %\ RTF^ 33? 3^ 3^t T^/^ ^ ftq 

Mt W t I 

"^R^nj 333 3lf3f33R 3?t 3RI 36 37^33313 (12) ^ 3Tf333f 33 3I3t3 3R^ ^ 3F RRiqi 3R3t t 

^ 3153^3 ^ 3mM33 ^ 3RFf3 3^ f3t33f3T ^ 3# f^T^l^, ^ 3T5RR 3^^ ^ ^ ^ 

37^^ tiT53lf3W^1^33I t,'f3fM^3^sjR3n^^^'43?, 33T8f3T 3fk3?EfqirR^3t^3q3Rq 100 

fR.m ^ 2 m 33? ^ *'f' RH 1^ 100 ^ 10,000 33? 3?t Wm^ RiqRH 3TCRI31 (TR) 3|^ 5 m 37 3R^ SlftR? ^ 
"^'’ RH^f^ 500 10,000 33? 3?t^ T^RRITqqRTqRH 3RRRT (33) Rf^ 50 %.m 33? 3?t 3qfR3?3R ^R3T 3T^ f 3if^ 

"^'' RT3 1x10^,2x10^,5x10 ^ t, ^ WrR3' 31 4£» ll rH3. 3T ^ f 1 


[3?T.R. t^7RT-21 (I98)/2010] 
33 . ^373, f3^?T3?, 1^33? 373 t3^ 




[«Tmn— '^F?3(u)] 


4155 


26,2012/3^5, 1934 


New Delhi, th^ 16di March, 2012 

S.O. 1747. —^Whereas the Central Government, | after considcrmg the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the saiq report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act,| 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is Ukiely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and to 
render accurate service under varied conditions; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confenjed by sub-sections (7) and (8) of section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the ceiitificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of Mediuin Accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of series “SSt” mid with brand 
name “SUPERSTAR** (hereinafter referred U) as the said mojfel), manufactured by M/s. Sandhu Scale Co, Guru Nanak Nagar, 
BhawanigarhRoad, Samana(Punjab)>1471Ql which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/10/585; 


The said model is a strain gauge type loac cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Tabletop type) with a 
maximum ciE^city of 30kg. and minimum ci^acity of lOOgj. The veriftcation scale interval (e) is 5g. It has a tare device with 
a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect The light eijritting diode (LED) display indicates the weighing result. The 
instnunent operates on 230Volt8,50Hertz alternative currejit power supply. 

Figute-1 Model 

I 



Figure-2: Schematic diagram of sealing provision of die model. 

Sealing is done by passing &e sealing wire fi'om tl^e body of the scale through holes. A ^ical schematic diagram 
of sealing provision of the model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. |A dip switch has also been provided in A/D card/ mother board 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of die powers conferred b)| sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of ai^rov^ of the said Model shall also coyer die weighing instrument of 
similar make and perfonnance of the same series with maxilniun capacity up to 50 kg. and with number of verification scale 
inerval (n) in the range of 100 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mjg. to 2 g. and with number of verification scale interval (n) in the 
range of500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 10'‘, 2 x 1 O’* or 5x10**, k being the positive or negative 
whole number or equal to zero, memufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and 
with the same materials with which, the approved model has been manufactured. 

[F.No.WM-21(198)/20l0] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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16-RT^,2012 

W.3ir. 1748.—"SriteRt^ 

3^ ^^f#Rr ^#5^ (rH ^ ^1^ 'SHi^Pd ^‘) w 3«n afrf^rfwT, 1976( 1976 3iT 60) 3«n ^ alir ttr t^pt^ 

1987^3^'^3T3^i 3lk^W^'H'imt%WTmR'!rTW^3T^^tqt34?TTlf5H 
^*?T' l?n T^nr sflr WR 4M^eW TKPT 3>T?n 

313:, 313, y<4>K, 333 3lf3fWT 3Jt 313 36 3^) 33 313 (7) (8) ^ 3^ ?Tf333f 33 3I3W 3>7^^^3^ 

33I%ra^,33Bl (''^)-147101 33I«fcn (33T«fcn37f III) 31^ 

^ 3T«f>«6' wicd 3R33lf^ dial 3WT3 ('^ciy>i4 31f3) ^ nTstd 357, t33^ 315 3>T 313 “ '^M<WK(f^ ^34 
^3^3T3T?1^333 3T5^3JFT33Ti) 3T^3t5^f^ 33^ 1^^/09/10/586'333^fwf^3311, 3733^3313-351^ 

34tl 

I 333 3f53T 7^^ Pqopa 4^ 33)K 33 3R 3113Tf3T 3T?33lP<r1d #313 333133 (^#3334 31f3) f I |334 3lf33nT3 
TO! 200 f#.m 3fk ^^133 ^1331 1 %. 31. tl 3^IHd 3133H 3f3TM (^) 50 31. t 1^34 331 31 t 43^ t f^lW 
^-SrfcRT3 «Hqq)CidirH«n 3lft3 3TT4qgcfd 3313 4 I 33371 373^ 51#5 (3^1^) 337f #3R 3^3113 33#^ 31731 f I 
333 |t 3 230 #33 347 50 5^ 3WI4dT 31711^ 3313 37 334 31731 i I 

33^-1 





371^if3-2 : 3T«<rl 34 41[cid 3)74 33 #3R13^ 513313 I 

fe73# 34 31# 4” "4 3137 P'i<^ici'=h< 1573# 37 74f#3 34 311# t I 7477 # 7113 ^ ^ ^73# # #3 ^#3 3^7 

7 4 34 # 4# 4 4 74f#3 3137 Pi3>ld3)7 74^ 4 331 4 I 3T577 34 74^133 3R4 # 3333 33 33? 3^ #3313;? 

■33433 1331 "331 ^ ( 


I 333173 4 31F4 #t#4713 331 "9^ 34 ^31 f I 31^4 #fe#713 331 #1 43l4 # 1#3 3/# 334/337 #4 4 143 

1^ #f#3 33lf I 

I #7 #343 717337333 3lf3f333 34 3171 36 34'333171 (12) ?T71'933 ■71^133133 33# 3174 35 #331317#’ll# 

333 41531 # 3T53k3 # ^ 33M33 ■# 34l43 '374 P^PHHfdl ^ "J# ftl^J31, f5^11f3 # Sl^TlR 347 "374 733# 4 147 t4 333 
3751 :1% •RfS^ fqPdHtui 1#31 'W t, fqPdf^d 374 *^73771 # 44 # '431, 331«f31 ^47 3)l4mdd # #773 333133 # #4 # 
100 f4.Tn. 4213. 331#“^” tTR^I#!^ 100 4 10,000 33134 ^ 4 ' TlrM I Md H I MHH 3737131 (7^3) #7 5 13. 3137 t 4 3lP331 
# *' T' ^ # 1#1^ 500 4 10,000 33134 4 7173133 HNHH 34l7M (7^3) 7Tf#l 50 f#.13. 4 3Tf331 a^l 5000 1#.13. 331 #1 

^ 7» tirqfHd 3mHH 437131 (7^) ^133131# 4 4l7 313 IxlO 2x 10 5^10 ^, # "f, "# 3317331 31 34W131 ^^#31 

"31 7m # 713^73 "t I 


[33.4.5^7^-21 (198)/2010] 
#. 7^3- #1^, 1447131,1#331 733 fq^iid 
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W ^ mm : ^ 26,2012/5^ 5, 1934 


»New Delhi, the 16thMarch, 2012 

S.O. 1748.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said tepoit (see the figure giyen below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and die Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and to 
render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of r^roval of die model of non-automadc weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of Medium Accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of scries “SSP” and with brand 
name “SUPERSTAR” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufecturedby M/s. Sandbu Scale Co, Guru KanakNa^, 
Bhawanigarh Road, Samana (Punjab)-147101 which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/10/586; 

The said model is a strain gauge type loac cell based non-automadc weighing instrument (Platform type) with a 
maximum capacity of200kg. and minimum cr^iacity of 1kg. The verification scale int^val (e) is 50g. It has a tare d^ce with 
a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The light emitting diode (LED) display indicates the weighing result. The 
instrument operates on 230Volts, 50Hertz alternative current powa- supply. 

Figure-1 Model 



* 




Figure-2: Schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done by passing sealing wire from the body of the scale through holes. A typical schematic diagram of 
sealing provision of the model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in A/D card/ motherboard 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instrument of 
similar make and performance of the same series with maximum cqjacity to 50kg. up to 5000kg. with number ofverification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg. to 2g. and with number of verification scale interval (n) 
in the range of500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10*', 2 x 10'^ or 5x10'', k being tire positive 
or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by fee same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, fee said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F.No.WM-21(198)/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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1749.—’'TT Rc^ik ^ "^FH ^ 

T RtA<! qPIia hT-sci 3ij«j»Ri ^?if) W sfk ■RP? Hi’i'h SlfvfdqH, 1976( 1976 ^60) W 3^It "^IN Hi'i'b 

(■*T ^ ^ 315q|^) 1W?, 1987 ^ ^ sfR ^ ^ ^ t % cFTFTR TFTRt ^ 3FrfM ■^‘ *ft •a^SRT 

^ f«f^n VTR 3frc Rlf^H ^ 4M^«W 3OT #TT; 

3FT;, 3W, «h'i{lq ttAq>K, ^*w 3Tf%lf^FF? ^ ^RI 36 ^ (7) 3^ 4S-*TR1 (8) giKi sfiRwq^ ^ yqVi 

^ 8606, rW4'»F^4 •gRT RlRfj^d I) ^ 

*J®i^^3T5F^^^^lft?r<4IW4lRld 4Mch<u| (^4^419 TRJR) ^ f^RT^ 905 ^ ^ i (^ 

^ ^^"34?! Tlfe^T W W t) ^ if^ m f^., 3FR -RT^ ffe, 

^*-400072 gRT Iq^wOd (*iiqi ^RT3|R 3i^Hlqi fqgi 3TT^ "^/OO/l0/303 f^qi ^FTT "t, 3?^^^ 'JRFT-''R 

___ L f\ i 

4R<it e I 

■343 nT^d 'qsW "RHI «diq» ^qidlciMl "qr 3TRinfT3 3P’Wl^iRid didi dH«h<«i 

3rf%RRR OT3T 1510 ^ i I HIMHH 3RRM (^) 0.01 ^ f I ^ TR? t fsm^ 

■?Tc|-3rf<Rra 6q<idhd4iw<ih «nft3 3Tr0q3?R wm t if?it ^4 tlF^ (Tj^#^) Ti^qRdm^ ^t^id qRmi 1 dM4><» { 
239 ^iflr 50 Mrmqcil *JR1 Ri^n 3RR q^ qJFf qR31 I 

3TRjfi!-l 

M,..- ’ W . 





j'A'.J S'c-A* 


3n^jf3-2 : nUd qit ^IfdO ^>1 ^SHR^ 4I40IM I 

I 

54)«ii<i< ^ qNf tR*?’ Iqi^ qi^ «IRim ■^' ^rr Pi«t)ia qR ^Ifd^i q>t qncft ^ 1 nTsti qjl 'Miciqq qR^ ^ 

3qqq qJT TRi ytp'41 qtqqwj^ siqq^ ■siqiiiH "Sq^tqq tqqi qqi I 

'3qqR®i ^ qnrd qlld^iiH q^ qfl ti qni^ «^(di5iH qq? q^ qj^ flq^ ^ 1 ^ tv^ qn^/qq^ ^ feq 
fFR ^f^RTq?ni^ I 

3f[T ^q(tq qrqnr qqq srfqpfqq q^ qRi 36 qjt qqqRi (12) gRi qqq qifqqqf qq qqh qR^ ^ RF qNitjn t % 

3 ^ ^ qffsrT ^ 3T5qtqq W qqnqqq ^ 3Frf<T 3 ^ fqfqRfq? gRT 3 ^ 1r53rt, ■feqp^q ^ 3T5qR 3?k 3 r 1 qiqift I^rt^ 3qq 
irfs^ Iqrfqqfoi qqi t, rqPnffid 3^ ^ ^ ^ q«n«fqT ^ qi Ft^^ ^ qtdq <i^*w ^ ^ 

o.( 11 qr 3R^ 3ifqq> ^ ” RH feq 1 ,5 1,000 qq? qi 3q^ q»q q>t "4* qRjqq qiqqrq sfrict (i^q) qf?q 15 1 o 

qsirqftsifqqiqq yqqrqi^t 3k“^”qH IxlO *. 2x10 * qi 5x10 qt q^Cc^qi qi ^d l cHq^ 

t\ 


[qq.U^5^T^q-21 (125)/2010] 

t=t. rH^vjq>, qjq f^stm 
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New Delhi, die l^di March, 2012 

S.0.1749.—^Whoeas die Central Goverament, a^ considering die report submitted to it by die prescribed 
authority, is satisfied diat die model described in die said r^rt (see the figure givtm below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of die Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 pf 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(^jproval ofModels) Rules, 1987 and the said mottel is likel;^ U> maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and to 
render accurate service under varied conditicms; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confeirediby sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of die said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and pidiUshes the certi^cate of approval of die model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top ^pe) with digital indication of Speciajl Accuracy (Accuracy class>I) of series “JL” and widi brand 
name “METTLER TOLEDO” (bereinafipr referred to as the said model), manu^tured by M/s. Mettler Toledo, AG Im 
Langadier, 8606 Greifensee, Switzerland and marketed in faidi il^ M/s Metder Toledo India Pvt Ud, Amar Hills, Saki Vihar 
Road, Powai, Mumbai-400 072 ahd which is assigned the ovidmark lND/09/10/303; 

The said model is an electro magnetic force conqpjensation principle with mono block technology based non¬ 
automatic weighing instrument widi a maximum ci^iacity of (510 carats. The verification scale interval (e) is 0.01 carats. It 
has a tare device with a 1(X) percent subtractive retained to ejffect. The light crystal (LCD) di^lay indicates die weighing 
result The instrument (^lerates on 230Volt8,50Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Figure-1 Model 



Figuie-2: Schematic diagram of sealing provision of die model. 

Sealing is done by passing the sealing wire from the bo^ of die scale inrough holes. Atypical schematic diagram 
of sealing provision of die model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. Adip switch has also been provided in A/D card/ modier board 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-secjdon (12Xof Section 36 of the said Act, the Central Government 
hereby decares that dus certificate of approval of die said Model shall also cover die weighing instruments of similar make 
and perfoimance of same series with maximum edacity up to i 1SIO carats with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 
l,51,000orlessfor*e’vahieof6.01carats<:wniQreaodundiVi^ihieofl)< 10^, 2xl(y‘Qr5xl(P, \riierek is a positive or negative 
whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by die same manufiicturer in accordance widi the same principle, design and 
with the same materials with which, the said iqiproved model: has been manufactured. 

[F.No.WM-21(125y2010] 
B. N. DDCn, Director of Legal Metrology 
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17 S 0 »— 3 JTfeT^ ^ ^ W 1 

^ ^ 3n^ ^’) Tin 3Tfi#TTm, 2009 (2010 1 ) tin f^ 5 TH 

3 ii5i!^) Pm, 2011 ^ 3T5?ni ^ ^^pmrR ^ ^ Tfei 

Tiqpfn sik Wf=T MRfwId^F ^ inR 

1 3T<f:, 3W, «n»sO«» Tin rq^jiM (his^T ^ 2011 ^fw| g (6) aikf^PW 

11 ">^-1^(4) Tin f^5n^3Tkikm, 2009 (2010^ 1) ^ ^ 22 ^ ? ifai4T ^ TPikT ^ ^ 

5C^<»flPiew, '3(t-72 «<ni«h1 ^ t|«ztit (TT«ll«fn ^ m) ^ 

“ h 1 Jcn<K«r« ” ^<acii ^ 3n3^lf^ ('C^«i'f>i4 ^ HT4d 1^R?^ 9lf5 ^ ^ **^|t||^ 

t (f^ ^ ^17^'3^ TO tt^u ^) 3 ^ ai^q^T 3ITf T^T ^/09/l 1/276 "^nTJ^fTm Ito W t, 

3T5*^ kr "sirmr-T^ ■sfkl’ 1 

44 ^ *iU<!i fq^n ■’kr TITO *tR 3TndT3 3T^TOf^ tlkn "^TTO*! (^<i9>l4 TOl) f I Slfv^cPI 
^iWcT 1000 I^.Tn, afk ^Rcir 4 %.1IT. t l ^TtTOT ninnii 3RR!^ (^) 200 TH. i^ I 3TT^4tJ<rH t f4^4> | 

713-jfiiTm snTO3R*i3r tnk3 sn^sci'i ii’m i i tott '3?^4+ snU wf ^iknr hR^ih toit t \ 

3^03 230 3fk 50 3RTOif WT TT TOf TOT t I 

3ii«j>ffl-l 


Model "^^LAX 



I 3ii<jj(a-2 ; mTsci 33 q)'3i'iiq«s smiiH I 

3f^ 31^ 4f ^ 3T3T Pi<=hnrJ«b< feFT^ 3? TftldO 3ft TOt t I ^ft^T ^ ^«T ^ ^ ^ ^ 3|k 

^ 3I3T fH+M3><'kkT ^■aft^Tpnt 1 Tfei 3it TTkT33 3TT^ ^33 1^37 Tl?nt 3kT3T3;5 

^T33Bi ’3 s4«m k^l 331 ^ I 

j '433J33'43Rkt e^fcl#7T3 33r3^3ft^3Ttl 3TF^^f?T^7T3 33?3^3ftTt3T43rR3^TT/^33^/W^'4fe3 

1^ 3t f33T 33T t I 

3lk =h'4)q 'M'^qiK RlRi«t> Tm Iq^iii (niscnl 33 3 i^h1<\'i) f333, 2011 ^ fWT 8 ‘^33-1333 (9) ^ 333 V l Ptd^) 

33 3 Tk 3R^ ^ 3? 3t3^ 3R?ft t % 333 T#gcT ^ 3l33k3 ^ 33T^ ^ ^ fgrf^rqfn ^ 34t fk^, 

^ ST J^IR afk del eiMiH 333 31^31133 3T53T fqrie[w| 'f3>3T 33T "t, [qPiR^ 3^ *^‘(sl<H! ^ 43?, 331431 sfk 

33Tk!3R ^ 3kn 333iT'3 4tljf>t 5 TIT. 3T334 3Tf33? ^ im 500 4 10,000 3^ 3ft ^ 4 '■ OHIIMH H I MHH 3f333T 
(35) 50 f3r.TIT. 4 5000 f^.TIT. 33? 3ft 3433313 8113313l4 34 t “f Tin 1 >< 10 2x 10 * 31 5x lo ^ 4’, 4t 33T?33? 

31 3T3T3)''jyif3? 31 ^ ^ TI3g33 # I 

I [33.4. 3^T^-21 (381)/2010] 

I 3t. TT3. 4tf8r[3, 4^713?, ^1^13? T|n f35TR 
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= ■ — i ■: -vi.. r:. 

New Delhi, die 16^March, 2012 

S.0.1750.—Whereas the Cratxal Govemmott, afte^ considering the repcHt submitted to it by the |«eseribed 
authority, is satisfied diat the model described in die said report (see the figiue given below) is in cmsfoimity With Hat 
provisions of the Legal Metrology Act, 2009 (1 of 2010) and tfa^ Legal Metrology (Approval ofModels) Rules, 2011 and the 
said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of Isustained use and to render accurate service imdn' vwied 
conditions; 

Now, therefore, in ^ercise of die powtts confored by ^ectima 22 of thel^qgdMetrdogy Act, 2009(1 of 2010) read 
with sub-rule (6) of rule 8 and sub-rule (4) of rule 11 of the L^gal Metrology (Approved of die Models) R^es^ 2011, die 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the tertificiate of ^iproval of die model of non-«itiM«dic weq^8ng 
instrument (Platform type) widi digital indicates of medium acouracy (accuracy class-III) of seiies *‘PliAX'* asdwidi brand 
name “SMART IMPACT” (hereinafter referred to as die said m^del), mmufectured by M/s. Axk ^eedtmit^ 0^72, Sehupd 
Industrial Area, Dehradun, Uttrakhand and which is assigned die approval mark lND/09/10/276: 

The said model is a strain gauge type load ce^ based i^n-automadc weighing mstniment (Platform type-widilcg 
to litre c(Hiveisi(xi facility) widi a maximum ctqiacity of1000kg. hnd minmium capacity of 41^. The vmiffeadon scide interval 
(e) is 200g. It has a tare device with a 100 percrat subtractive re|tamed tare effect The Light Emitting Diode (L!l^) (^Sfday 
indicates die weighing result. The instrument tolerates on 230>folts, 50Hertz alternative ciprent power 

Figuie-1 Model 



Figure-2: Schematic diagram of sbaling provision of the model. 

Sealing is done on the display by passing sealing wire from the body of die di^lay. The seal is connected by 
whole in base plate and tc^ cover of di^lay, than seal wire is passed through these two holes attached with seal. Atypical 
schematic diagram of sealing provision of die model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in A/D card/ modier board 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-rulb (9) of rule 8 of the Legal Metrology (Approval ofModels) 
Rules, 2011, the Central Government hereby declues diat diis Certificate of ^iproval of the said model shall also cover the 
weighing instmments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above S(Hcg and vp 
to 5000kg with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 50(|) to 10,000 for *e’ value of 5g or mme and with ‘e’ value of 
1 X 10*', 2 X10*' or 5xl0‘‘, where k is a positive or negative w^ole number or equal to :»ro, manufactiuud by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design arid with die same materials widi which, the said ai^roved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F.No.WM-21(381)/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 


1706 GI/2012—3 
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New Delhi, tiie 16th March, 2012 

S.0.1751.—Whereas the Centra Government, after ccmsidering the report submitted to it by prescribed authority, 
is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see di^ figure given below) is in conformity with the proVisi(Mis of 
the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures (Approves of 
Models) Rides, 1987 and the said model is likely to mainta^ its accuracy over periods of sustained use and to render 
accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certiricate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of Medium Accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of series “STS-03 TE” and with 
brand name “SMART’ (hereinafter referred to as the said model),manufactured by M/s. Smart Technology Systems, No. 31, 
5th ‘C’ Cross, MES Road, SharadambaNagar, Jalahalli, Bangalore-560013, Karnataka and which is assigned the approval 
maikIND/09/10/609; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cellbased non-automatic weighing instrunient (Table Top Type) with a 
maximum c^weity of 30kg. and min i m um capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5g. It has a tare device with 
a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing result. The 
instnunent operates on 230Volts, 50Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Figuie-1 Model 



Figure-2 Schematic Diagram of sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done on the display by passing sealing w^e fix)m the body of the display. The seal is connected by 
whole in base plate & top cover of display, then seal wire is passed through these two holes attached with seal. A typical 
schematic diagram of sealing provision of die model is given 4bove. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A ip switch has also been provided in A/D cmd/ mother board 
to disable access to external calituation. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-rule (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central Government 
hereby declares that this certificate of ^proval of the said Mod^l shall also cover the weighing instruments of aimitar make 
accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 5(Hcg with verification scale inerval (n) intberange 
of 100 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg. to 2g. and with verificatipn scale interval (n) in the range of500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value 
of 5g. or more and witii ‘e’ value of 1 ^ 10^, 2x10*' or 5x10*^, whe^ k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to ^ro, 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and widi the same materials with 
which, the said approved model has been manufac tured 

[F.No.WM-21(367)/2010] 
B. N. DDCIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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Tf 16'RH,2012 

■*TR''TH^ 1976(1976 ^ 60) ^s?T ^ 3?1 t "RN 

(” ^ 1987 ^ ^ t allT ^ ^ TTRTSRT t % ciMiaK ^ 3T^ ’it 'RfSel 

^iPI«f5!f ■RRTH all^ WFT RftfwWf '^’ WT ^?T?!T T^RT; 

3m:, 3m, m^ T i , w ^ mi 36Rit'3R rkt (7) 3flT (8) ^■rtt^^ 

'Pl\i ^4Hldl^ Rl^Hl , % 31, "Rm? ‘lit’ ^ Tte, Tnmi^ w, vji^gTcft, ^R^-560013, ^ Wrf^ 

■R^lT^T^lPt?!! ni) ^‘‘T^^T2tT^-03Rt^”*T’3?R^ 3T^'q^'Rl^3it«(xiirCTn (T^SRJTJf ZI^R) ^ 

•q qrr, 3lfe ^ RFT “" t (1^ 1^ ^ 'Rts^ ^ RRl t) 3|ti: 3T^R^ ^ 3TT| 

W09/10/610 1^ w i, wr-r^ “srrtt ^?mt 11 

■*to 1?^ ’tsi imni ^ RR ^ armifm 3 r^^i%t <jqRR^ zi?r) i i aifimmR 

^fmr 1000 %.m 3ftT ^Fmr 4 fe.m. t i himhh mm (i) 200 m f 1 3n^Rg^ i ^Rmn 

MO "a^Rm 644 »<HHW«*) «nft5r 3 tt^^t^ ■a’lm i 1 3mim <JrM44> mRuiih ^?mT t 1 

^ mR’R 230 3fk 50 yrMmdl <1R13W ^ ^^iTclT t I 


3|l^f<|-l 



3ii«j)[a-2 : qfs^ qjt ^Efrt^m 'RiT ql'ai'iiq.a -SNilW I 
( 54 ^ ^ ^RR Pi«hici RT tOI^M ‘Siml "t I Tlt^ ^ m«T ^ 3lk 

■g ift^FT WR fRepRl "RR "W "t I hT«ci ^ ^ «<^h) "RNRI^ 

4i^yiH 4*Rt*RT f^mr w \ 

4M4)<ui ^nnt ^ ^ ■^rt ti wit w r^ R^t ■dRJ^ ^ i^ v/^ rti^/rri ^ fsR 

ffe RtfwRRlt I 


I 3|iT^RftRlRR5R'3RR 3lf%l^!RRRJt RRT 36 Rft'3RRRT (12) ?RlRRTT?TfRRRfRRRRtRRR^'p;RFRtWRRRtt% 

<R?T STjqtRR "^IT TJRTHRR 3 <ll SKI <i^ ftrSTm, fs^i^'i ^ 3 T^RR 3 ltl < 3^1 wiHii) f^RT^ "SRR 

51^^ Rte^ IM^rRfoT 1W RRT t, -Jilt R«118fRl ^ =hl4MldH # Rt^ •^RRRq Rt #t ^ 

5 RT. ^ 2 m. W RT srfW ^ RH ^ 500 10,000 W ^ ^ ■4' RRRIRR RTRRH 3fcRRT (R^) ^ftl 50 I^.RT. 

500o1^.Ri. WR5t 3ifimmR ^nmiRT^t 3ik‘t’RH ixio*,2xio *, 5 x 10 ^,'^1, ^ rhi^r+ sfk ^fe^Jiicw' trNtrt ^ 

et RK^g R t I 


[RR.R.T^RR-2I (367)/2010] 
'^. RR. Rtf^, Pi^^i«h, tRfRR) RIR fq?lH 
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New Delhi, tlie 16tfaMarch, 2012 

S.O. 1752.—Whereas the Central Government, considering the report submitted to it by prescribed autoority, 

is satisfied that the model described in the said rqmrt (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the provisions of 
the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of f976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures (^}proval of 
Models) Rules, 1987 and the said npiodel is likely to majnUun its accuracy over periods of.sustained Um and to render 
accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confoied by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of die sakl Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publi^es the certificate of approval of die model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of Medhijin Accuracy (Accuracy class-ill) of smes “STS-03 PF* and wito 
brand name ‘‘SMART” (hereinaftCTrefetied to as the said niodel), manu&cturedl:^M/s. Smart Technology Systems, No. 31, 
5th ‘C’ Cross, MBS Road, SharadambaNagar, falahalU, Bfingalore-560013, Karnataka and which is assigned the approval 
maikIND/09/l(V610; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell bifsed non-automatic weighu^ instnunent (Platform Type) with a 
maximum capacity of 1000kg. and minimmn capacity of 4|kg. The verification scale imerval (e) is 2(X)g. It has a tare device 
with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect The Li^t Emitting Diode (LED) di^lay indicates the weighing result. 
The instrument operates on 230Volts, SOHertz alternative current power supply. 

Figure-l Model 



Figure^2: Schematic Diagram of sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done on the display by passing sealing wire firom the body of the di^lay. The seal is connected by 
whole in base plate & top cover of di^lay, than seal wire is passed through these two holes attached with seal. A typical 
schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model is giVen above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. Adip switch has also been provided in A/D card/ mother board 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby decares that this certificate of apprpv$l of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments of 
similar make, accuracy and performance of same seii<^ with maximum capacity up to 50kg. and above 5000 kg. with 
verification scale interval (n) m the range of500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e* value of 1 lO*", 2 ^ 10'‘ or 
5 x10“, where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufiu:tured by the same manufacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said i^roved model has been 
manufactured. 

(F.No.WM-2l(367)/20l0l 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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1753, —’IFRT 1wi, 1987 ^ fWI 7 ^ (1) (^) ^ 3f^«<U| ^ Hl<dl4 ’TTT^ 

^RtTT f ftr^ l^i^ROT 41^ 313^iflf w^«iiPra W t ; 


wiPm *rR?fhi T'lFrar (^) ^ HKtO^ riw srt 

^ ^ 3fk irfhfSF <iHfdsKfIld *TRcft^ ^IFTSF 

3T«raT ^ ^ 

(1) 

(2) (3) (4) 

1. 

! 

1 

1 

1885 (»mi74) :2012/ - 26-04-2012 

311^60050-151 :200lft^ 

w\ 74 ^rgd 

311^TJ?!T 1885 (*im75) :2012/ - 26-04-2012 

3?#!ft 60050-351 :20061^ 

<im75f^pm’J>gi)f»i4n 

j 

Bures 

Sched 

^ ’■IT#?! IIH^ ^ llfinn 9, W5T W ^r?R ^ f^^-110002, 

*llf : ^ ^FtR^TRir, ^ ?irai ^rraf^Rlf : 31?H4I4K, 

^ •=inT3^, ■qz^n, (f«Tr 7^ 1^ tg ww f 1 

[iM :^01/^-40,zl-41] 
3ni %fpRr ‘f ’ T^’31^ (f%^ cRR^Jt) 

1 

1 

(BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS) 

NewDelhi,the26di April,2012 

p.O. 1753.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-nile (1) of Rule 7 ofthe Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, the 
u of Indian Standards hereby notifies to the Indian Standards, particulars of which is given in the 
me hereto annexed has been issued : 

SCHEDULE 

Sl.No. 

No. and Year of the Indian No. and Year of the Date of Establishment 

Standards Indian Standards, if 

any, Superseded by the 

New Indian Standard 

(I] 

(2) (3) (4) 

1. 

IS 1885 (Pait74);2012/IEC 60050- - 26-4-2012 

151:2001 Electrotechliical 

Vocabulary, Part 74 Electrical 
and Magnetic Devices 
(First Revision) 

1 

i 

1 

1 

j 
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TOiCT 'OTO :^26,2012/3^5,1934 
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(1) (2) 

(3) ' 

(4) 


1 IS 1885 (Part75): 2012/IEC 60050- 
351:2006 Electrotechnical 
Vocabulary, Part 75 Omtroi 
Technology 
(First Revision) 

i 

1 

264-2012 



Copy of Standard is available for sale widi the BurcMi nf Indiart S tanAiti [fa ^ Kfanalr BKavnn ^ Q, RahaAir 

Shah Za&rMaig,h^Delhi-110002andRegkmalOffioea|:NewDeIlii»KoUaita,Chandigarii,Chennai,Mundiaiandalso 
Branch OfiBces : ./^^edabad. Bangalore^ Bhq>al, Bfaubaiieahwar« Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaqnir, Kaiquir, 
Nagpur, Patna, Pune, Thimvananthapuram. 

[Ref:ET01/r-40,T-4l] 
R.K.TREHAN, Scientist‘E*&Head (Electrotechnical) 
^ 4 2012 

1754.—TITO 1987 7 (1) ^ TO (19) ^ squioT ^ 

TilRIT f to ^ 383^ ^ ^ f ^ ^ ^ allr 9N1T ^ ^15^ f : 


wsq;* 

sFR U 9R1T ^ 71^ TlR9r(9if) ^ 

#!9n 3^1 

iiTOT ^ ww «im n, 
^3,3^-TO(ii) t 
la auBTOak 

idornT 

(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

I. 3#5H2071 (HPT2) : 1974 

0988,06-03-1976 

— 


[iW : 19/3ft-63 (n)] 


m. T^af (19^ irarM) 

New Delhi, the 4dt May, 2012 

S.O. 1754.—^In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rula (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rides, 
it is hereby notified that the Indian Standard, particulars of iMuch are memkmed in die Schedule give bftyaftfr have been 
cancelled and stand withdrawn: 


SCH^2X1L£ 

SLNo. 

No. and Year of the Indian 

Standards Withdrawn 

$.O.No.&Date 
published in the Gazette 
of hidia, Pait-n Section-3, 
$ub-section(ii) 

Remarks 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 . 

IS 2071 (Part 2): 1974 Methods 
of high voltage testing: Part 2 

Test procedures 
(First Revision) 

(1988 dt 06-03-1976 



CRef:ET19/G-63(A)] 
R. K. TREHAN, Scientist *E* & Head (Electrotedmical) 
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BT.air. 1755.— (W^B) PdR^H, 1988 ^ fsrf^ 4 ^ (5) ^ tTFBT 

sFT 

wn 

wl«jia *<M=h ^ ^ "B ^,/^1FT/<aw<5/^ 


(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 

1. 

2 

3. 

3821762 04-04-2012 ^ ’ll-R 4250 : 1980 

mT^jck "^zb 
eb'MRWS, ^ 

TTFT^ 

Wr^, T7f^, 

'gaif - 400078 

3822259 10-04-2012 +I4R^M fl«B ^ -*11 335 : 1993 

(r«<H4l«l)^TT. 5, 

^T^. 207/5 

XR9f 5‘^cil 

r«M«lWI - 396230 

3822865 16-04-2012 ^ §<r^4^1*crH, ^3?!^ WT *0^113854:1997 

■^TT. 104/829, 

Hiflldld ’1*K ^'. 1, 

•^-401104 


[TT. «H|UH 1?Wni/13:l 1 ] 

T??T. ih, ^5iiri4» ’ 1^81 ni) 

^ 8 2012 

W.3ff. 1756.—*TR?frO -*11^ ^ fWT, 1987 ^ 7 ^ ( 1 ) ^ (^) .^ ad^ITTOT 'RTO 

't’ ^ (qq<wi ^ ^ "^/^ T^OfOiT W % ; 

31^ 


*iRcfr8r *iR8F (^) ^ *ipr> 

^ TTSOI ^ 3lf0?FfJB’IRfhr ttprt 

mm -OTRif, -qf^ ^ 

(1) 

(2) (3) (4) 

1. 

30^ T?iff/3nf^ 62056-21:2002 - 08-05-2012 

- *fte( 

afk ^ aul^r^ 

qo fqfwi *1FT 21 :3I?8TO 

WFftq 3lTq>gT ftFinq 

















2. 62056-42:2002 - ' 08-05-2012 

hkU'I - WT TiT^, 

3fk ’IR Pi<<5(*wi 3iT«fj«T 

^ UUmh ’im 42 : 

'S'^ial 3T5??T^nl^TSF 
1^ '4ifd<4) 

3. 3^1$ i^/3TT^ 62056-47:2006 - 08-05-2012 

^ 1^ aiT'h'sT 
30^-31^ WT 47 IPv4 
^ ^5fW 

^ TTH5P ^ 3TftT -RR^ "RR^ 9, W ^ "Rnf, ^^-110002, 

RJTRfR^' : R^ t^, RtIrR^RI, TWT 711^ RTIRfR^’ : 31CR^1414, ^R#^, *ftRTR, 

^cfi^kl, t«Nl4, RR^^, RHRH^, R1R5T, R2RT, Tm fcIR^RRRTFS^ ’4’ ^ RRRai f I 

[^«f : ^ 33/^-47. ^-49, -^-54] 
30^ *1’T?^'31^ RRpM) 

New Delhi, the 8 th May, 2012 

S.O. 1756.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-nile (1) of Rule 7 ofthe Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, the 
Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notices the Indian Standards to the Indian Standards, particulars of which is given in 
the Schedule hereto annexed has been issued : 

SCHEDULE 

SlNo. No. and Year of the Indian No. and Year of the Date of Establishement 

Standards Indian Standards, if 

any. Superseded by the 
New Indian Standard 

(1) (2) (3) (4) - ~ 

1. IS/IEC 62056-21:2002 Electricity - . 08-5-2012 

Metering - Data Exchange for 

Meter Reading Tariff and 
load control - Part 21; Direct 
local data exchange 

2. IS/IEC 62056-4^ 2002 Electricity - 08-5-2012 

Metering - Data Exchange for 

Meter Reading Tariff and 
load control - Part 42 Physical 
Layer Services and procedures 
for connection- oriented 
Asynchronous data exchange 

3. IS/IEC 62056-47:2006 Electricity - 08-5-2012 

Metering - Data Exchange for 

Meter Reading Tariff and 
load control-P^ 47 Cosem 
Transport Layers for IPv4 Networks 
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Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur 
Shah ZafarMarg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Bran ch Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, 
Nagpur, Patna, Pune and Thiruvananthapuram. 

[Ref: ET-13/T-47,T-49,T-54] 
R. K. TREHAN, Scientist ‘E’ & Head (Electrotechnical) 

f^, 8 2012 

W.a^T. 1757.—1988 ^ Mto 4 (5) ^ ^ TTRcp 

^ -sfm t Tpi t ^ WT^ 

31^ 

shH ohi<^ ^ ^ ilH HOi ^ ^ tn 37 ^ 

(I) (2) (3) _ (4) _(5)_ (6) (7) (8) (9) 

1. 3821358 03-04-2012 53 ^’HTWr 12269 - - 1987 

m tR., 17^ 315/316/ 

317, <N=hV-'qt7TO 
i?i^ 8-^, -nta 

■qf^, TIFT ^Mk, 

TTT^ 

iM+V, 'IpRRT 

1 3821459 03-04-2012 (-^feFT) ’'MrHT 1489 1 - 1991 

ITT. ^ F. 315/316/ 

3i7,Ti^Rrte-Fk^ 

■ 57 ^^ F. 8-"^, Mlndi 
TITF 4ci1<l<, 

7N+V, 

3. 3821964 04-04-2012 371^ ^ 4985 - - 2000 

^3TTf^-II,W WT 

F. 707,'F^^, 

t^TRT '5^5TTRT-362037 

4. 3821863 04-04-2012 F^f^T Flf^ FFTFTT-■ferFJRT 141751 1 - 1999 

^F. 2I1,'0'447V- FlfF-r^PviOxi FFT 1 

TpF^F FTFT FToTt^fFcftF FT^F 

FIfFFFT T^?IF 

((Nobl<i),^^FF^ 

j IfthT TT'jfdild 

IPTIF - 360002 

5. 3822360 11-04-2012 2347 - 2006 

■^F. ^- 1362, 

1, ^311^-^141 

TT^RTF 


1 










[’qmn-^^ra53(ii)] 


(1) (2) (3) 


6. 3823160 18-04-2012 


: ^ 26 , 2012 /^^ 5,1934 


7. 3824566 25-04-2012 


8. 3824869 27-04-2012 


9. 3824768 27-04-2012 


la 3824970 27-04-2012 


11. 3826267 30-04-2012 


12 3826065 30-04-2012 


(4) 

(5) 

3T«rai 

3ll #RT^. 177, 

^fJRRl-363641 

^ <SII^ 

(W')4>K<*) ^ 

3n^) 

'^- 904/^, 

■ ->V - t fk. ^ _ 

unr 

360021 

^PRf ^ 

^ ^ ^ 

Fl!Vfl'>d 

3R»hn ^r^-al 
^fROlRT, 

m 

^pRRT-360004 


<w+U, 1 

^1^^-360004 


«Mtd4WI5 

8 '^, 

^ fi'Ji ^ 41^, 


'33RRT- 360002 


13/10, 

<M+U, 


li'jRld- 360002 


3IR)T?I nTcfl'dW 

1,^^. 251, 

■^. 1, 

WR ()^<Wd) 

iWdvV, 

^JSRRI- 360024 

Mi’ll 30*i[ci ^ "3^ 
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(6) (7) (8) (9) 


4250 - - 1980 


13098 - - 1991 


4172 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; MAY 26, 2012/JYAISTHA 5,1934 


[Part II— Sec, 3(ii)] 


( ) (2) (3) _ (4) 

TI 3825972 30-04-2012 (30.) % 

I 43/l,f^ 

\ 3JTO 

364240 

14. 3825568 30-04-2012 

222 

fte, 

4, ^ Ml ell dl^^I 

WPR, 
Tpm- 364240 


(5) _ (6) (7) (8) (9) 

2831 - - 2001 


tk im ^ 2062 - - 2011 

fi+cKd jim 


[U TRM1WT/13:11 ] 


NewDelhi, the8thMay,2012 

S.O. 1757. —In pursuance of sub-regulation (5) of reg;ulation 4 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 
F .egulations, 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies the grant of licences particulars of which are given in 
tl le following schedule : 


SCHEDULE 


t 

M.No. 

Licences 

Grant Date 

Name and Address 

Title of the 

IS No. Part Sec. Year 


No. 


of the Party 

Standard 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) (7) (8) (9) 

1 - 


1 . 


3. 


3821358 03-04-2012 


3821459 03-04-2012 


3821964 04-04-2012 


Hi-Bond Cement (India) 

53 grade ordinary 

Pvt. Ltd., Survey No. 315/ 

316/317, Rajkot-Porb^dar 
Highway No. 8-B,Gomta 

Patia, Village Patidad 

Taluka Gondal 

District Rajkot 

Gujarat 

Portland cement 

Hi-Bond Cement (India) 

Portland pozzolana 

Pvt. Ltd., Survey No. 315/ 

cement part 1 flyash 

316/317, Rajkot-Porbandar 
Highway No. 8-B, Gomta 

Patia, Village Patidad 

Taluka Gondal 

District Rajkot 

Gujarat 

based 

Accord Plastic 

Unplasticized pvc 

GIDC-II,PlotNo. 707, 

pipes for potable 

Sabalpur, District Junagadh 
Gujarat-362037 

water supplies 


12269 - - 1987 


1489 1 - 1991 


4985 - - 2000 





[^II- 

-^nr53(ii)] 


vtm ^ TJWmM 26,2012M^ 5, 1934 
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(1) 

(2) 

( 3 ) 

---- -----h' ' 

( 4 ) 

( 5 ) 

(6) (7) (8) (9) 

4. 

3821863 

0404-2012 

Narmada Pipes 

Survey No. 211 

Rajkot-Gondal National 

Highway via Bh^tiniagar 

Station (Rajkot), Vcraval 
(Shapar) Vcraval (Shapdr) 

District Rajkot 

Gujaiat-360002 

Irrigation equipment- 
sprinkler pipes- part-I; 
polyethylene pipes 

141751 1 -1999 

5. 

3822360 

11-042012 

Vnindavan Metals 

PlotNo.G-1362,Roadl. 

GIDC,Metoda, 

District Rajkot 

Gujarat 

Domestic pressure 
cookers 

2347 - - 2006 

6, 

3823160 

18-042012 

AjantaLtd. 

PO Box No. 177 Oipnt 

Industrial Estate, 

Moibi Rajkot Highway, 

Morbi, District Rajkot 
Gujaiat-363641 

Domestic electric 
food-mixers 
(liquidizes and 
grinders) 

4250 - - 1980 

7. 

3824566 

254)42012 

Jolly Rid)ber 

PlotNo.G904/B, 

GODC Lodhika, Kishan 

Gate, at Village Metoda, 

Taluka Lodhika, 

District Rajkot 

Gujaiat-360021 

Automotive vehicles- 
tubes for pneumatic 
tyers. 

13098 - - 1991 

8. 

3824869 

27-042012 

Ankeeta Pump Inthijstries 

Mavdi bypass, Dhaiftipan 

Street, Khodiyar In^ Area, 
Mavadi, Rajkot 

Gujaiat-360004 

Openwell Submersible 
Pumpsets 

14220 - - 1994 

9. 

3824768 

27-042012 

Ankeeta Pump Industries 

Mavdi bypass, Dhariipan 

Street, Khodiyar Indl, Area, 
Mavadi, Rajkot 

Gujarat-360004 

Submersible Pumpsets 

8034 - - 2002 

10. 

3824970 

27-042012 

Kathiyaward Pumps 

Nehru Nagar, N. H. 8-B, 

NR Kamnath Weigh 

Bridge, Rajkot 

Gujarat-3600(E 

Submersible Pumpsets 

8034 - - 2002 

11. 

3826267 

304)42012 

Shree Shivshakti Irldustries 
StreetNo. 13/10, 

Sordxiyawadi, Near 

Sankar Temple, Rajkot 
Gujarat-360002 

Submersible Pumpsets 

8034 - - 2002 


417 

i 

1 
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S 

(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) 

12 

n 

3826065 30-04-2012 Akash Poly Plast High density polyethy- 4984 - - 1995 

j Shed No. 1, Survey lene pipes for portable 

No. 251, Plot No. 1, water supplies 

Jyoti Industrial Estate, 

Shapar(Veraval) 

Taluka Kotda-Sangani, 

1 District Rajkot 

I Gujarat-360024 

3825972 3004-2012 Garg Casteels (P) Ltd. Carbon steel cast billet 2831 - - 2001 

j Survey No. 43/1, Sihor ignots, billets, blooms 

j Ahmedabad Road, and slabs for re-rolling 

1 At Village Vadiya, into low tensile 

i Taluka Sihor, structural steel 

District Bhavnagar 

Gujarat-364240 

3825568 3004-2012 Krishna Steel Products Hot rolled medium 2062 - - 2011 

Survey No. 222, and high tensile 

Sihor Ghanghli Road, structural steel 

NearGIDCIV,at 

1 Ghanghli, Taluka Sihor, 

! District Bhavnagar 

1 Gujarat-364240 


[No.CMD/13:ll] 

I M. RADHAKRISHNA, Scientist ‘F’ & Head 

1 S'JTf, 2012 

^.3Tr, 1758. —FtW, 1987 ‘9^'fWT 7 ( i ) (Tsf) ^ 


i (^) RTO SRT 

3T«Rn ^ ^ 1^, 

1 ^ Wtsm sik ^ 

(1) 

(2) (3) (4) 

1 , 

3TT^ 60947-1 :2007 — 08-05-2012 

! fH45|«l lTRR RPT 1 tWT 

1 (wn 


W ♦iH«h <tn yfd ^iwl4 nHcb «i0, RIW 9, RPf, ^ ^^-110002, 

cfSlT tg WfstT f 1 

:1^07/€l-52] 

! 3;nT. 


j 


11-^305 3(ii)] 


:TfJ|26,2012/5^5, 1934 4175 

— I ' ' . ■ 

New Delhi, the ^th May, 2012 

S.O. 1758.—Inpuisuance of clause (b) of sub-nile (1) Rule 7 of Ihe Bureau of ludiaa Stmdanls Rules, 1987, the 
Bureau of Indian Standaids hereby notifies the Indian Standa^ to the Indian Standards, particulars of which is given in 
the Schedule hereto annexed has been issued: 


SCHDlitlU; 


SLNo. 

No. and Year of the Indian 

Standards 

Nd. and Year of the 

Indian Standards, if 
any. Superseded by the 
Ndw Indian Standard 

Date of Establishement 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

IS/IEC«»47-l:2007Low 

Voltage Switchgear and 

Controlgear Part 1 

General Rules 
(First Revision) 


08-05-2012 


Copy of this Standard is available for sale with die Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur 
Shah Zafiir Ma^, New Delhi-1 10002 and Regional Offices: hfew Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also. 
Branch Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneswar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Ja^, Kaiqnir, 
Nagpur, Patna, Pune and Thiruvananthapuiam. 

[Ref:Er07/r-52] 

R. K. TREHAN, Scientist‘E’& Head (ElecmHechnical) 


^1^,9 ^, 2012 


1759.—I987 ^ 7 ^ ^-1^ (1) ^ ^ (m) ^ ^ 



it 1»npRT 

^ 1TOTT ^ 3fll 8fWdr 

^ mH4> OT 

3piWT HI'WtT, ^ ^ 8t, 

mw 

(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 3TI^ ^ ^ 5580 ; 1985 


30-04-2012 


^ irodN Tirwr ^ 9 , ^815? w ^ipf, ^ fi[^-iiooo 2 . eNt^ 

’TFiy, ^1281, 1WT ^ 11 

[iM :T^*l3^21/d-76] 
Tft. ‘t^p’ iiga 
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Bureai 

annex( 

New Delhi, the 9lh May,2012 

^.O. 1759.— In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (I) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, the 
i of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards particulars of which are given in the Schedule hereto 
id has been established on the date indicated against each : 

SCHEDULE 

SLNo. 

No. and Year of the Indian No. and Year of Date of Established 

Standards Established Indian Standards, if 

any. Superseded by the 

New Indian Standard 

(1) 

(2) (3) (4) 

1 . 

IS/ISO 5580:1985 Non- — 30-04 2012 

destructive testing- ' 

Industrial radiographic 
iUuminators - minimum 
requirements 

Shah i 
Brand 
Nagpu 

Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur 
<afar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices : New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai anH also 
Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, 
r, Patna, Pune and Thiruvananthqniram. 

[Ref:MTD21/T-76] 
P. GHOSH, Scientist ‘F’ & Head (MTD) 

^1^,9^,2012 

^.arr. 1760,— ^ i987 7 ^ ^-1w? ( 1 ) #isrs ^ a 

^TTcfT t ^ fa|c((U| 1^ f ^ ^ t 


^ RF2FIRT ^?«nfMlrTf«r 

^ ^ 3jrd*rHd 

(1) 

(2) (3) (4) 

1 . 

anf "qR 1 5946 ; 2012/30^ — 30“04-2012 

xrR3il9539 : 1988% 

yf*^i3if y^ew 

ft ft* * 


TR ^ 'Ml MMch hR^ 9, TO RPf, Rf 10002, 

“93^, ^ 1 ^ ^ f’ | 

11/^-7] 





[qpin—^^3^3(ii)] ’'TTOTTI^TT^ 26,20l2/«^5, 1934 


New Delhi, die 9th May, 2012 

S.0.1760. In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, the 

Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards particulars of which arc given in 
the Schedule hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each: 

scmaxiLE 

Sl.No. No. andYcirofthe Indian 
Standards Established 

No. and Year of 

Indian Standards, if 
any. Superseded by die 

New Indian Standard 

Date of Established 

(0 (2) 

.(3) 

(4) 

1. IS 15946:2012/ISO9539: 

1988 Materials for equipment 
used in gas welding, cutting 
and allied processes 


30-04-2012 

Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur 
Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices J New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur,' Kanpur, 
Nagpur, Patna, Pune, Thinivananthapuram. 

[Rcf.:MTDll/T-7] 

P. GHOSH, Scientist ‘F’ & Head (MTD) 

|0 iTf,2012 

1761.—^ 1987 ^ 7 ^ (1) ^ ^ (^) ^ ^ 

TT1W(^) 

^ 5R1 

3ifh?FfR?r 


(l) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1, 3nf 6873 (^2/ 

1) ; 2012/ffiF1T 14-1 : 
2009 ^ 

HP! 2 

2 3n^T^816l («TFT5) :2011/ 

3111^^061123:1991 

«tm 5 «9>ddl 3T5qT6^t^ 

— 

■RT^ 2 012 

^RJ3R2011 


1706 GI/2012—5 
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15037; 2011/ 

61078: 2006 

d+'il'^' - isQiict) 

15038:2011/ 

61164: 2004 lit*? - 

T^cf 

30^ 61196-1-103: 

2005 «TFT 1-103 
5c^r«t^cbcl T(t?iRT 

3TT^ wanf^ 61196-1 -105: 

2006 HITT 1-105 

3TT^ W^TTf ^ ^ 61196-1 -107: 

2005 qm 1-107 

^<^rq5«h(n TC[?irJT 
qi§9hH)d1 qrsf fcR ^ 

(4iT4cb1 ^ ?fk) 

3n^ T^/31Tf ^ # 61196-1 -108: 

2005 qrr i-io8 

5rf^qT, 3f^ ^ %jd1^ 

3flT-q^lftcT ^ ^ f^ 

3n^ 61196-1-111: 2005 

qm 1-111 ^^r4^4i<rl - 

' ^ ■^qrfqr^ldl ^ f^ qft^ 


f^^I^2011 


2011 


1^^W2011 


1W?R20ll 


1^qj^20ii 


qrT51^2012 


T?T^2012 


3Tl^T^q/3TTf^^ 61196-1-112: 2006 'qqT^^qqR 

^rfq ^ f^ qrtyiq 

(qf^qr qfi ^HUdi) 

3^1 T^q/3TTf ^ ^ 61196-1-115: 2006 Tiqi^T^R 
qpi 1-115 Mqqf - 

TJf^qr qit fqqfqcRn ^ fM qft^ 

«hi4 qrrqt 51P1) 


^2012 


9i wl 2012 





[Wll—W>¥3(ii)] 


4179 


^6, 2012/^5, 1934 

(0 _(2)__ I (3) _ 

12. 61196-1-301: 2005 I - 

WT 1-301 - 

3TST4fnfwl 

13. 2RT^ 62209-1-2005 

fHRt diklfna ^?IR ^f«Ki<4T "5^ Afeql 
3TT^ ^ ^ "qr sbi^kui-^rI mTs^, 

wfaR ^ yftisfi4Ti:[ *rm 1 ^ ^ 

^w-fwfi (siT^kf 

300 %I ^ ^ 3 ikiT ) fsiklfe 
3l'l<^ti|u| (T^njT "qr SfR) fq^flRd 4><’^ ■qft 

3fen 

14. aTrfTa:?T/aTr^ ^^60862-2-2002 ' - 

cRH (■^^?? l9><r<i< ^ kwffkr Jl^ldl ’TB i 

_ -- - \- \ t ■ i 

2 irqpT f5 410^^141 

15. 60862-3-2003 W ^ - 

flvi ( Tl[ kf^lRci ^^ifii 

3 ■RFBf ^kaiT J 

16. 31T^ 61196-1-104: 2005 

^ 1 -104 krfkqf-tkl^ 

mfkfi i^Knfkfcr ^ %q 0^^ 3nf ^ # 

62226-1-2004 3TT^ #1^ 

^ ^ ^ 3BWWI- ^ ^ ! . — 

^ a^k iJkcf 3?mfkF Mft5F(rl4 

^ ^ fqf^ «nn 1 ^iPTR 

17. sni W3Tl| i ^ 62226-1-2004 t%R -qGBcff arnffif ,- 

*j(3BT if B ^ 3B!^^ 

TRk i f®i^d ^TRl ^Hc®l 3jk ilRd ailciRetj f^f^cT 
qfjt HfeffB'i ^ Wl ^ I WnPT 

18. 3TI^ ^ ^ 62226-2-2004 B^Zfsraf aiTffcT 

*Jlsicil i [q^d "B ■^pf^kf 3iH|ckU|- 

rkk i «nualk iftrT 3?B^ 

^ MR'«f)dH ^ ^ fkfk «TB 2 "WIMRI ^ 

^ aBBR3»T ^Wt 12^'*feT i ■ 

19. 3lk T^/an^t# 62233-2005 ^ ^ aBBW 3^ i - 

40fy4 a^ tinlH "sq'qTBif ^ fq^ti 

20. a?]^ 62369-1: 2008 oi 300 ikni^ - 

^ an^fd ^isicii '97 fkkm yql'aniarf "i* ^ 

■3*5Wkf ^ ?Rk '97 

aBBRB ^ *j<irqT'*i *1FT 1 §^f^Tfd«h “9^ ^ 
fkkciB, tfeit aTi^fii -wm a(fk wm 5PJnfd9T 
^ M '^RP^ ^ 3cMlf<7l ^ 


(4) 

9>7g^2012 

^2012 


9775(7^2012 

■9rT^2012 

37^2012 


977^2012 


91^2012 


91^201-2 

37^2012 
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^ ^ 9, W 'RFf, ^ 1wf-l 10002, 

f! : ^ ■ftcTSFrar, ?«it im\ *flw, 

, ehMg<, HI0g<, ■'1^, f^raft "tg d'4ci<*l't I 

^ i%, gg 3RT^ ^) 


! New Delhi, the 10th May, 2012 

I 

i S.0.1761.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, the 
Burpu of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards particulars of which are given in the Schedule hereto 
anntxed have been established on the date indicated against each : 


j SCHEDBUE 

SLbjo^ No. and Year of the Indian 
Standards Established 

(Id (2) (3) 

If IS 6873: PART 2/SEC 1:2012 Limits and methods ^ 

i of measurements of radio disturbance 
j characteristics Part 2 Electro Magnetic 
I Compatibility (EMC) Requirements for Household 
I Appliances, Electric tools and similar apparatus, 

! Section 1 Emission (Second Revision) 

2 IS 8161(Part5):2011 Guide for Equipment 
( ReliabilityTesting Part 5 Compliance Test Plans 
j for Success Ratio (First Revision) 

3| IS 15037:2011 Analysis Techniques for 
i Dependability- Reliability Block Diagram and 
j Boolean Methods (First Revision) 

4 IS 15038:2011 Reliability Growth - Statistical 
Test and Estimation Methods (First Revision) 

5 IS/IEC 61196-1-103:2005 Coaxial Communication 
Cables Part 1-103 Electrical Test Methods - 

j Test for Capacitance of Cable 

bj IS/IEC 61196-1-105:2005 Coaxial Communication 
j Cables Part 1-105 Electrical Test Methods - Test for 
I Withstand Voltage of Cable Dielectric 

7.| IS/IEC 61196-1-107:2005 Coaxial Communication 
j Cables Part 1-107 Electrical Test Methods -- 
j Test for Cable Microphony Charge Level 
I (Mechanically Induced Noise) 

8 IS/IEC 61196-1-108:2005 Coaxial Communication 
j Cables Part 1-108 Electrical Test Methods - 

I Test for Characteristic Impedance, Phase and 
i Group Delay, Electrical Length and Propagation 
Velocity 

9 IS/IEC 61196-1-111:2005 Coaxial Communication 
1 Cables, Part 1-111 Electrical Test methods - Test 

I for Stability of Phase Constant 


No. and Year of the 
Indian Standards, if 
any, Superseded by the 
New Indian Standard 


Date of Established 

(4) ~ 

March 2012 

December 2011 

December 2011 

December 2011 
December 2011 

December 2011 

December 2011 

February 2012 

March 2012 






[icnTTii_J®o^3(ii)] 
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26,2012/^ 5, 1934 


(1) (2) 


(3) (4) 


10. IS/IEC61196-1412:2(X)5CoaxialC()mmuiiication 
Cables, Part 1 -112 Electrical Test mediods- 

Test for return loss (Unifottnity of impedance) 

11. IS/IEC 61196-1-115:2005 Coaxial CommunicaticMi 
Cables Part 1-115 Electrical Test methods - 

Test for Regularity of Impedance (Pulse/Sjtep V 

Function Return Loss): 

12. IS/IEC 61196^1-301:2005 Coaxial Communication - 

Cables Part 1-301 Electrical Test Methods - 

Testflfor ovality 

13. IS/IEC 62209: Parti Human Exposure to Radio. 
Frequency Fields-from Hand-held and Body- 
mounted Wireless Communication Devices Human 
Models,Instrumen^tion and Procedures Part 1 
Pfocedure to determine the Specific Absorption 
Rate (SAR) for Hand-held Devices used in Close 

Proximity to the Ear (Frequency range of 300 

MHzto3GHz) 

14. IS/IEC 60862-2:2002 Surface acoustic wave (saw) 
filters of assessed quality Part 2 Guidance on use 

15. IS/IEC 60862-3:2003 Surface acoustic wave (saw) 
filters of assessed quality Part 3 Standard outlines 

16. IS/IEC 61196: Parti: Sec 104:2005 Coaxial 
Co mmuni cation Cables Part 1-104 Electrical Test 
Methods - Test for Capacitance Stability of Cable 

17. IS/IEC 62226-1:2004 Exposure to electric or magnetic - 
fields in the low and intermediate fiequency range - 
Methods for calculating the current density and 
internal electric field induced in the human body 

Parti General ‘ 

18. I^/IEC 62226-2-1:2004 Exposure to electric or 
magnetic fields in the low and ^teimediate 
fiequency range - methods for calculating the 
current density and internal electric field 
induced in the human body Part 2 Exposure to 

magnetic fields Section 12D Models 

19. IS/IEC 62233:2005 Measurementmefiiods for 
electromagnetic fields of household appliances 
and similar apparatus with regard to human 


March 2012 


February 2012 


February 2012 


March 2012 


February 2012 
February 2012 
April 2012 


February 2012 


March 2012 


March 2012 


exposure 

20. IS/IEC 62369: Part 1:2008 Evaluation of Human - April 2012 

Exposure to Electromagnetic Fields fiom Short 
Range Devices (SRDS) in various Applications 
over the Frequency Range O GHz to 300 GHz Part 1 
Fields Produced by Devices used for Electronic 

Article Surveillance, R H and Similar Systems : __^___ 

Copies of these Standards are available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standartls, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur 
Shah Zafer Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Region^ Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, 
Nagpur, Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 

[Ref:LrrD/G-75] 
NARENDRA SINGH, Head (Electronics & IT) 
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2012 

31^ 



R U ?«#TcI *IRcjN ^TPI^ ^ 
^ ^ 3fk 


3Tlf T??I 537: 2011 ^151^-fgrf^ 

3nf 1448 (it:154):2012/3n^'qF3^ 

12205: I995^?tf^^*^^-3?qi^’ 

^ ^ ^13l^‘(^:154) -qtzmf 

3?I^ ftR ^ 31|cHflv»H -^n^T 

11159 (^4): 20U/3Tlf # 
6743-3: 2003 ^5%^, 3^<j)Pl4) ^ 13 ;^ 

"^RK cPff^rJl ^ 4 

3T1^T^ 11159 (^6):2011/3TTfT5??3^ 
6743-5: 2006 -F^, ^ T^‘ 

<icMK ^) ^^^rNRoi mn 6 
'^pHdl 'il (B<^1^’^) 

11159 (^ 7): 2012/3nf T?:^? 3Tt 
5743-6; 1990 sfhsjtfjRT ^ 

FT^ '3?qK ( ^ T^) ^'f4)<w| *mT 7 
(f^TO) 

^ W 15958: 2012 ^ 

fR^fecT 3n^f?R> ■j’Nt (■^ftlR'Slt)- fsff^rfe 

15770: 2008 

:ts^) 

1448 (it:153): 2012/3TT^X!:^T 
: 10847: 2004 

■ ^ ^rcNnnf ^ (it:i 53) ^ ^Pd^n - 

•rf^K STRhqtf^ ftR ^ irnrr urt ^jrt- 

■ ■5lRF(tf^5I '+j)4^')Hl<i<| 

1604: 2012 ^<IhY31^ 

RRflP^d 

<(n^'^3400 (*1FT 24): 2012/3n^'q?r 3it 
1033: 2006 q' ^Pd^T 

’IFT 24 afk ^ ifqsqjf 

^ siRRR ^ (q?^ qqr^^) 


qirHtq qnqf sm 
^TfcRFfim qRHi^ qn^ 
3Taiqi qHqjy, ^ 
qst 3ft^ c^^ 


^ qiit 






qfsqi^ 


^ q^ 








q^ 




Fqif^ftrfq 


fq?pqT20ii 


^1^2012 


3Tq^<l20Il 


3Tq?<f 2011 


qr^20i2 


qT^2012 


qr^ 2012 


31^2012 


3tIr2012 


31^2012 





2^ 5, im 


(1) (2) (3) (4) 

“■ ■ —; —. " ' •' —-1—! ■ ' —••■•■■ — ' — . ... .. 

11. 3?|fT^^9873 (^2): 2012/3Pnf f- ^ 3T^2012 

8124-2: 2007 ^ fRRW Wr 2 

^dHJfDddl (-^ 


IZ 3iT^TW 11159 (*1PT5):2012/3TI^T^3?^ 3^^2012 

6743-4: 1999 3?Njtfw ^ 

^iRia s»M|ifciHi) 

w ^ nfiraf vm, 9 , ^ ^ t^-i 10002 , 

^ f^erO, q>l5n«iimi, <T*|) WST 316M4WK, 

TP^rer^l, ^4<WK, ^ ^ - 39 ^ f 1 


[■?M : (■'R.) ] 

^. (#q#) ‘t^’T^’ 3igg 

New Delhi, ttie 10th May, 2012 

S. O, 1762.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, the 
Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the amehdment/ Standards to Indian Standards, particulars of which is 
given in the Schedule hereto annexed have been establtsh|ed on Hie date indicated :— 

SCHEDULE 

—-—----^—I-—_ ■ 

SI No. No. and year and title of the No. and Year of the Date of Established 

Indian Standards Estaiilished [Indian Standards,if 

any. Superseded by 
i the New Indian 
; Standards 


1. IS537:201IToIuene- 

Specification (Second Revision) 

2 IS1448(P:154):2012/ISO 

12205:1995 MeHiods of Tests 
fOT Petroleum and ite products 
(P: 154) Determinati<m of the 
Oxidation Sudiilityof Middle- 
Di^iltatc Fuels 

3. IS|U59|^4>:^11/ISO 


ProSwSi^llsii) ■ '■ 
ClasstficaHon Part 4J^ily D 
(Co(npn»im) 

ISm59(P^6):20H/ISb 
6743 -5:2006 Lidiricants, 
Industrial Oils and Related 
Prochicts (Oass L) - , 
Ciassijfu^^ hift6 fi^iiy t 
(Turbinfcs) 


C ■:f ^ i • 


(4) 

December 2011 
March 2012 

August 2011 

August 2011 









26,2012/^ 5, 1934 


4185 


102012 

1763.—'IRclk'RHgfr^ (IRFH) f^rf^, 1988 ^ 4 ^ ( 5) ^ 

srfVtjR^a «b<.ai ^ ^ "41^ ^ 1^ :— 


??. 

■?T^ 

^rm 

dl$#5Ttn?t ^ 

■OP? ^ '901 

■RT007 ^ 

«?T. '01. ’TPT 

i. 



(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) (7) 

(8) 

C9) 


1. 9898932 24-11-2011 


Z 9899631 2-12-2011 


3. 9904190 26-12-2011 


4. 9904291 27-12-2011 


5. 9905091 3-2-2012 


6. 9905903 29-12-2011 


1. 9906194 26-12-2011 


^ 83, Tit*? 

i^, (■'T^IR) 

3TH ^ 

iwm ^ W, 

^n^p=TT (Tf^) 

^ 95, r9)<l'ji;i< ■^, 

TmRSfNt it ^ w, -nf^ ^ 

r9»<k^< (■'T^tr). 142050 
^ d^41(r1 

wmiHi, 

HnL4T^ (i5rR)-147101 
it? "feo 


(i. ^.) 

it 64/65T? 4il=hci 

(isrra)- 147301 
it 30? nijU<6 fdfni^, 

^30, ^J?it? 

(i.^.) - 184101 


^4i'*l44 Qil'sid 14543 

(yidjfd^j fiH?d 

'’Id ^ Sidiqi) 

■51^, ^ 3^t? H<n'’lel 5531 
^ RrO? ?lti2 

■9^3# ^ %? 2052 

3TTFT? 


( yidjPddi fiR?d 
^ ^ 3Tdl^) 


id£li«lf?0 


14543 


1786 


TOtz 

^ fq^P'fno 

^ ?nt' 

2347 


14411 


2im 


1988 


1979 


2(X)4 


2(X, 


2(M)6 




8. 9908909 20-01-2012 


^ fWT5?l 

incr«i? fiit (^i) 

'*Ild'^ (M'’H4) 


iWT 14543 

(yi<}>rd« 

'*ld 3<ciic|l) 


2(XI4 


1706 Gl/2012—6 
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(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) (8) (9) 

9. 

9909204 

20-01-2012 



3589 

2001 

1 




Hd'^cn ^ 







'^Hr-sa 







A 






(■q=^)_ 141102 



' 

|10. 

9910690 

25-01-2012 

’+iirWM "SIT. firm's, 


2830 

1992 




^ ^ TITOS', 







it 




j 

i 







i 



(■qiiR) 




ill. 

9913191 

02-02-2012 


hnI 

4270 

2001 








1 

















(iilR) 




il2. 

9913292 

03-02-2012 

cbHl'+icrH, 


1786 

2008 




3TT^ ^ 'it, ^-1, 

f^'3^ 



\ 










^-184121 (A A) 

■0^ 



il3. 

9913801 

03-02-2012 



14543 

2004 

[ 



^ %en, 

( yi=lird=h 







3T^) 



i- 



(i^) 







N ew Delhi, the 10th May, 2012 

I S.O. 1763.—In pursuance of sub-regulation (5) of the regulation 4 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 
I^egulations 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies the grant of licences particulars of which are given in 
the following schedule :— 

I 

SCHEDULE 


4- 


. d 

Licence 

No. 

Grant Date 

Name and Address 
of the Party 

Title of the 
Standard 

IS No. 

Part Sec. 

Year 

1(1) 

■f .- 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) (8) 

(9) 

i 

1 1. 

9898932 

24-11-2011 

M/s Novel Products 

Packaged 

14543 

« 

2004 


K-83, Industrial Growth Drinking Water 
Centre, Mansa Road, 

Bathinda Distt: Bathinda 
Punjab 



2. 989%31 02-12-2011 M/s. R. G. industries Cast iron specials 5531 - - 1998 

Backside Focal Point for asbestos cement 

Extension, Village Fazal pressure pipes for 
Pur, Near Randhawan water, gas and 

Masandan, sewage 

Distt: Jalandhar 
Punjab 

3. 9904190 26-12-2011 M/s. Rahul Enterprises Compounded Feeds 2052 - - 1997 

N.H. 95, Ferozepur for Cattle 

Moga Road 0pp. Radha 
Swami Dera, VPO Lalley, 

Ferozepur, 

Distt: Ferozepur 
Punjab-142050 

4. 9904291 27-12-2011 M/s. Franklin Waters. Packaged 14543* - - 2004 

Village Fatehpur, Drinking Water 

P.O. & Teh Samana, 

Distt: Patiala 
Punjab-147i01 

5. 9905091 03-12-2012 M/s. MIR Steel Rolling 

Mills, Industrial Growth 
Centre, Lassipora, 

Pulwama 
Distt: Janunu 
J.K. 


9905903 

29-12-2011 

M/s. Garg Machine Tools 
D-64/65, Focal Point, 
Mandigobindgarh 

Distt: Fatehgarh Sahib 
Punjab-147301 

Domestic Pressure 
Cookers 

2347 


2006 

9906194 

26-12-2011 

M/s. B. R. Agrotech Ltd. 
Industrial Area, SIDCO, 
Rathua 

Distt: Jammu and Kashmir 
JK-184101 

Deltamethrin 

14411 


1^ 

9908909 

2001-2012 

M/s. Euro India Beverages 
Chowk Kishanpura, 
Jalandhar City (North) 

Distt: Jalandhar, Punjab 

Packaged 

Drinking Water 

14543 - 


2m 

9909204 

2001-2012 

M/s. Nidhi Pipes Limited 

Vill Bhankarpur 

Tehstl Derabassi, 

Derabassi 

Distt: SASNagar 
(Mohali) Punjab-141102 

, Steel Pipes for 
Water and Sewage 

3589 


2001 

9910690 

25^1-2012 

M/s. Jogindra Castings 
Private Limited 

Carbon steel cast 
billet ingots 

2830 


1992 


G T. Road, Sirhind Side, 
P. O. Mandi Gobindgarh, 
Mandi Gobindgarh, 

Distt: Fatehgarb Sahib 
Punjab _ 


High strength 1786 - - 2008 

deformed steel 

bars and wires 

for concrete 

reinforcement 
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V 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) (8) (9) 

111. 

9913191 

02-02-2012 

M/s. Nidhi Pipes 

Village Bhankarpur, 

Tehsil Derabassi 

Distt: S ASNagar 
(Mohali) Punjab 

Steel Tubes Used 
for Water Wells 

4270 

2001 

n. 

9913292 

03-02-2012 

M/s. KNK Chemicals 
IGC, Phase-I, Samba 

Distt; Jammu 

JK-184121 

High strength 
deformed steel 
bars and wires 
for concrete 
reinforcement 

1786 

2008 

It2. 

—i—™ 

9913801 

03-02-2012 

M/s. Shri Sai Mineral 
Corporation 

V & P. 0. Mehlan 

Tehsil Sunam 

Distt: Sangrur 

Punjab 

Packaged 

Drinking Water 

14543 

2004 


[No. CMD/I3:11] 
P. K. MUKHOPADHYAY, Scientist-‘F’ & Head 


2012 

1764— (W^) I988^fM™5 (6) 

^ t % f%R ^ ^ ^ M ^ ^ 'Mr w t:- 

J__ 

■^T.j ^ ^ ^ ainrfcT 

li I ^ Tim ■qpRT ^ 

ol (2) “(iT (4) (IT 

~U 9773407 ro*<H 30^ Tdrois, 5-12^2011 

^.47, "^iW, 

' ^ 'I'K 

j CRWt) (WR) 

I [^. ^T^^/13:13] 

■qt. ■^. "^^^SZTiq, ^Tfe'TTTT' T^'31^^ 

New Delhi, the 10th May, 2012 

S.O. 1764.—In pursuance of sub-regulation (6) of the Regulation 5 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 
Regulations, 1988, the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies that the licences particulars of which are given below 


haj 

k been cancelled with effect from the date indicated against each 

SCHEDULE 

j 

No. Licence Name and Address of the Article/Process with relevant Indian Date of 

No. Licensee Standards covered by the licence Cancellation 

CM/L cancelled/suspension 


1) C2) (3) (4) (5) 

i 

1. 9773407 M/s Mikkron Autos Limited Domestic Pressure 5-12-2011 

D-47, Focal Point, Cookers 

1 Industrial Area, 

Dera Bassi 

t Distt: S A S Nagar (Mohali) 

Punjab 


[No.CMD/13:13] 
R K. MUKHOPADHYAY Scientist ‘F’& Head 





26,2012/35^5, 1934 


4189 


\, 

\0f^, 2012 

w.air. 1765.—^ t^, 1987 ^ fm 7 (i) ^ life ( 5 ®) ^ 315 ?^^ -4' wfe 

^ f ’irfefe WT^ ^ ^ 3T3q^ ■4’ M f ^ wiftd f :— 

3i^q^ 

’fe ^qRcife ■RpR> snr 
3ffe*‘fiia «TRcffe 
3T«15n MH+y, ■*Tf^ ^ '^, 

(1) (2) IT) (4) 

30 3f|l^2012 


30 3T^ 2012 


30 31^2012 


^ ^RRcife ■qH^(^’) ^ lrt?m AlR^ 9, 4gl5^VI(? TO "RFf, ^ f^-110002, ^ 

«6 y ^ T(n, i«n -^iren ^rrafcfef : 3i«H<Nf<;, «tei, 

gei i g T^, ^<^<NK , -SRg^, 5^qFTg^, cT*?! ■4 fesFt ^ t I 

[^ :T^'?nfet/3ft-128] 

•sf. 3TR wij, *T^q> * 3igQ (^ns ^) 

New Delhi, the 10th May, 2012 

S. 0.1765.—In pursuance of Clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rules 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule 
hereto annexed has been established on the date indicated against it: 

SCHEDULE 

No. and Year of the Date of Established 

Indian Standards, if 
any, Superseded by 
the New Indian 
Standards 

(1) (2) ' (3) (4) _ 

1. IS 15950:2012/18014181:2000Anima] 
feeding stuffs - Determination of 
residues of organochlorine pesticides- 
Gas Chromatographic Method 

2. IS 15951:2012/ISO 14182:1999Animal 
feeding stuffs - Determination of 
residues of organophosphorus pestidides* 

Gas Chromatographic Method_ 


30 April 2012 


30April.2012 


SI. No. No. and year of the Indian 
Standards Established 



shH ^Kd)*i 

^ TEfeqr, ^ 3fk 
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js 15952:2012/180 14797:1999Animal 
feeding stuffs - Determination of 

te lidone content - Method using 

erformance liquid Chromatographic 


30 April 2012 


Copies of the standards are available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur 
Shah Zi Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch ()ffices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, F une and Thimvananthapuram. 

I [Ref:FAf/G-128] 

Dr.R,K.BAJAJ, Scientist ‘F’andHead (Food&Agri.) 

11 ■^,2012 

I 1766.—■RRRfT 1987 ^ tWT 7 ^ ‘ar'T-'PPT*? (1) ^ ^ (1§) ^ 

y.a4sKi "qiTcn ^ % to ^ ^ ^ I' ^ ^F«Trf9?T ^ f :_ 

! siTO* 


^ 7T. jwif^ ^ ■qpRf) sm 

Mt Ttor, M ^ #4^1 adtoto •qFRr 

R>t afh[ ^ 


(0 j (2) _ (3) (4) 


1. -qrR afl 14020: 2000 - 1 ai^ 2011 

afir RtR^Trcr - 
jmRFd (-qg^ 


RRcfrR ■RRRF Rit TfftTRT Ri<d1q RBR? RTW RRR, 9, ^SfRiT -Rpf, ^ I0002, ; 

^ toif, 4)fd4.idi, cirt imi RRRtor : ai^R4HK. 

■RZRT, cf*lT '4 Rsbl 1^ I RKcOr RURil http://www.standardsbis.in 

?RI RT ^ RRiclT f I 

I 

I : #3;^ 34/anfqR/aTf^3df 14{)2()J 

New Delhi, the 11th May,2012 

S. jo. 1766.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule ( 1 ) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1 987. 
the Burejau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule 
hereto afinexed have been established on the date indicated against each : 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. ' No. and Year of the Indian 
' Standard Established 


No. and Year of the 
Indian Standards, if 
any, Superseded by 
the New Indian 
Standard 


Date of Established 




1. Ip/lSO 14020:2000 Environmental labels 
ahd declarations - General Principles 
(jfirst revision) 


I April 2011 
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Coi^ of tills standard is available for sale witii the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah 
Zafar Mai^ New Delhi<l 10002 and R^umal Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Oiandig^rh, Choinai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices ; Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune and Thiruvananthapuram. On line purchase of Indian standard can be made at :http://www.standardsbis.in. 

[Rcf:CHD34/IS/ISO 14020] 
E. DEVENDAR, Scientist and Head (Chemical) 


14-ti^,2012 

mair. 1767.—*iR#tr^ Pm, 1987 it 7^ -s^-Pm (i) ^^ ^ i 

^d<V5KI ^ ^ Pldiut ^ ^ Wlftd ^ f :— 

lirrah ■RRRJ ?ro 'wifqcT'fhf^ 

arftIsFfiR 

31*?^ HH4>Y, ^ ^ 


(1) . (2) (3) (4) 


1. 11715 (<nn2): 2012/3nf T5H3i) 

3353-2: 2002 ^I^RR - 
W\ 2 3IWR4» 



30 3T^ 2012' 

Z 3nf 10494 (RR 1): 2012/ 

6966-1: 2005 ^TigpR - 
3TPm^ RR 1 

3r^^‘ (■R 8 R 1 



30 3?ftd2012 

3. ^ 9067 : 2012/ 30^ 3ft 

15516 :2006'>ftdT(^'^l^lfhalM- 

Rfl^ (-^ - 3 #^) 



30 3TftR2012 


^ "RnW ^ 'IKdl^ ■RRRf ^TRRT R^R, 9, ‘RPi, Rf Rcrfl-110002, 4)141^4 : 

M ‘bld+Ml, ■gRf W ?iren : ai8H4l4l4, 

’51^, RPiy, TRRT, ^ ^ Pf^ 'gRRStT f ; 


A im, * 359 ?’ iigsr ^ 

New Delhi, the 14th May,2012 

S.O. 1767.—In pursuance ofClauseO>) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 oftiie Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, the 
Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Inditui Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule hereto 
annexed have been established, on the date indicated against each : 


^ i. WiPid TIR^(^) 
^ TRRT, ^ sflr vfl44» 
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SCHEDULE 


SI. Nf No. Year and title ofthe Indian No. and Year of Date of Established 

I Standards Established Indian Standards, if 

; any, Superseded by 

I the New Indian 

Standards 

(ij) (2) (3) (4) 

1.1 IS 11715 (Part2): 2012/ISO3353- 
I 2 :2002 Aerospace - Lead and runout 
! threads Part 2 Internal threads 
: (First Revision) 

2.1 IS 10494 (Parti): 2012/ISO 6966- 
; 1 :2005 Aircraft ground equipment - 
! Basic requirements Part 1 General design 
; requirements (First Revision) 

t 

3. 1 IS 9067:2012/ISO 15516:2006 Ships and 
I marine technology- Launching appliances 
^ for davit-launched lifeboats 

(Second Revision) 

-i- 

I Copy of this standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah 
ZafatlMarg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigaiii, Chenndi, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur. 
Patn4, Pune and Thiruvananthapuram. 

' [Ref:TED/G-16] 

TV. SINGH, Scientist ‘F’and Head (Transport Engg.) 

142012 

! 1768.—■RTO 1987 ^ fqqq 7 ^ (1) ^ (13) ^ "qro 

io^vSKi advtjfqa 1^ ^ PcjcRui ^ trit i 


30 April 2012 


30 April 2012 


30 April 2012 




? 

I 






OH ( 2 ) ^ ( 3 ) ( 4 ) 

-i-—.... 

1 . I 14332 : 1996 2 30 31^2012 

^ - PdPviPt^i 3^2012 


^ WtR ^ ^ -qR^ W, 9, 110002, 

W ?TT^ ‘hiqfd^T : 31^q<NK, HPlTR, 

gqRi^, ^«WK, qjRg^, qpg^. q^qr. q«iT tq^s^qqn^FT "qqR^ t’ i 


: W4l/^-128] 



[^II—iSP53(ii)] 


:'’l(2<>,20l2/5^5, 1934 
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New Delhi, the 14th May, 2012 

S. 0.1768.—In pursuance of Clause (b) of sub-rule (l)of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the amendment to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given 
in the Schedule hereto annexed has been established on the date indicated against it; 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. 

No. and Year of the Indian 

Standards 

No. and Year of the 

Amendment 

Date of which the 

Amendment shall have 

effect 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 . 

IS 14332:1996TabaccoandtobaCcp 
products - Hookah tobacco paste ^— 
Specification 

Amendment No.-2 
year-2012 

30April2012 


Copy of this amendment is avail^le wth the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah 
Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bht^l, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune and Thiruvananthapuram. 

[Ref:FAD/G-128] 

* Dr. R. K. BAJAJ, Scientist ‘F’ and Head (Food & Agri.) 

17 '^ 1 ^, 2012 

'W,air.1769.—^ (Wnsi) 1988 ^ 4 ^ (5) ^ 


■R 

(rll5^R 



r<L e.__ 

m m w\ 

3T3- 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) (7) 

(8) 

(9) 


3740257 7-7-2011 


Z 3740863 8-7-2011 


3. 3740964 11-7-2011 




14543 

^ 21, 



H«1MIIH dfjVunt, 

^-394185 




fsMir^d 

5244 

384315 





7593 




^IOT^-396001 

"'11^ i 



2004 


1991 


1986 


1706 GI/2012—7 
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( 1)1 ( 2 ) 


(6) (7) (8) (9) 


3741360 11-7-2011 


3743162 13-7-2011 


3743465 18-7-2011 


3743667 19-7-2011 


3745570 20-7-2011 


3745772 21-7-2011 


Tn#FR-382 721 

^5^^,4701, 

^ 3TT^ ^ 

^^Wl^-396 155 

i.a'iiH ■RT. f^fn^-s, 

116/^,! ■^TfFTT, 

41^1 ?T*TT 
Rifn^'S, 4, 

^ 8 , 

Rt "OTl is<< 2, 

31^H^NK-38n 054 

573 ^ 563 

^ RTR, 

■TTR RcRFT^, 

T^R?^-389260 

R^TT^^ TJ;^, 

^-5/1, v:;^, 

WT fRRRRT, 

■ER'idcll^l -d^, 5RIB^I4I, 


14543 

tRRT^ RT^7) 

^?IRT 2089 

R*3T Rlf^FTR 
(dKHlf^^) 


1rTC^ RR7) 


')4'4d 

(3T^T^ 

fRRT^ RRT) 


fW^RT^T) 


lO-l 3744366 21-7-2011 


3744467 21-7-2011 


R«^ TRIrT <i^4 
■RT. 83/84/85, 

fRTHT 

31^H<l4K-382 427 

shidi , 

^ 6, Tjtz RTR7, 

RR Ztt? RTRT RR 

^ RFR, RR 

RilH h1 ^, TR)cd, 


^ 4923 

RTR TJR 


9537 


31^H<HI4-382405 




[^II- 

-•^F^3(ii)] 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) (6) (7) 

(8) (9) 

IZ 

3744669 

22-7-2011 

T? PdRlife, 

*<Hi 13^, 

199 'aildqi, 

,14543 

Pil^CI «II60 

- 2004 

13. 

3744770 

22-7-2011 

^31^, 

TIT, 

%ilRI-384 001 

«n3#14l7 

- 1999 

14. ., 

3744871 

22-7-2011 

WRRT ^ ^ ^ 1417 

■3^-25-26, ^ ^ 

-ton, 

(■3^'53ra?T)-384 001 

- 1999 

15. 

3745368 

22-7-2011 

^ "ORT, 

*H'ai fOTHT Tte, 

TR^, ^ 4^«b<l^, 

3TFR^RR-382 426 

^<^^444 14543 

(3T^#0 

=ii<i<.) 

- 2004 

16. 

3745469 

22-7-2011 

2102/4,^30^^#, 

3!H^-388 121 

2148 “ 

- im 

17. 

3745671 

25-7-2011 

26,# 30^# 
#^0#^,'J?#^-391 110 

13098 

ZPR 

- 1991 

18. 

3747372 

29-7-2011 

^Idl# 

HIC(< 5Wt< # Ml^l, 

tS, 

#^10-389 001 

Am'JIci 14543 ~ 

(3T^[#q ^«t»'sf§ 

Ih'K.ci ^T2^) 

- 2(K)4 


19. 3747776 29-7-2011 1664 

30. W 747. ■^OT^rfe 

(HlHPn ^ 

^ '^ 1 ^, 

OI^J5?j^-382 715 


2002 




1 

1 

j 
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New Delhi, die 17di May, 2012 



i 

S.O. 1769.- 

-In pursuance of sub-regulation (5) of tfie Regulatkm 4 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 

Regulations 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies the grant of licences particulars of which are given in 

t|ie following schedule 





f 



SCHEDULE 




SI. 

Licences 

Grant Date 

Name and 

Title of the 

ISNo. 

Part Sec. Year 

No. 

No. 


Address of 
the Party 

Standard 



(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) (8) (9) 

1. 

3740257 

7-7-2011 

Atmiya Industries, 

Pack^ed Drinking 

14543 

2004 




PlotNo.21,Soham 

Water (Other than 






Industrial Estate, 

packaged natural 



i 

t 

i 

1 

i 

\ 



B/S, Navagam Udyognagar, 
N.H. No. 8 Post Kamrej, 
Surat-394185 

mineral water) 


' 

1 2. 

3740863 

8-7-2011 

Aurombica Engineering 

Safe deposit locker 

5244 

1991 

1 



Co. Pvt. Ltd., 

F.H. House, Opp New 

Market Yard, Visnagar 

North Mahesana, 
Visnagar-384315 

cabinets 



3. 

3740964 

11-7-2011 

Ralli Engine Limited 

Power-operated 

7593 

1 - 1986 

1 



Excel Estate Vashier, 

pneumatic sprayer- 



] 

i 



Valsad-396001 

cum-dusterpart 1: 
knapsack type 



4. 

3741360 

11-7-2011 

M/s. Sagar Enterprise 

Packaged Drinking 

14543 

2004 




Father Compound, 

Water (Other than 



i 



Near Janpath Petrol, 

packaged natural 



1 

i 



Kalol Gandhinagar- 
382 721 

mineral water) 



i 5. 

3743162 

13-7-2011 

M/s. Shivam Textiles and 

Common proofed 

2089 

1977 

1 

i 



Proofing Industries 

canvas/duck and 



j 

[ 

1 

i 



4701,GIDC (Plastic Zone) 
Sarigam Tal: Umbergaon, 
Valsad-396155 

paulins (tarpaulins) 



! 6 

3743465 

18-7-2011 

M/s, Ratnam Laminates 

Decorative 

2046 

1995 

j 



Pvt. Ltd., Survey No. 116/B, 1 themosetting 



j 



Village: Sampa, 

synthetic resin 



1 



Gandhinagar Dehgam 

bonded laminated 
sheets 



1 7. 

3743667 

19-7-2011 

M/s. Neesa Agritech and 

Packaged Drinking 

14543 

2001 

1 



Foods Limited, Unit4, 

Water (Other than 



i 



C/o The Cambay 

packaged natural 

< 





Grand Final, Plot No, 8, 
T.P.S.No.2,Thaltej 
Anihedabad-380 054 

mineral water) 



1 


iiLirii. 











[^u—-Q^aoi)] 
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ill 

8 . 


9. 


10 . 


II. 


12 . 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


3745570 20-7-2011 


3745772 21-7-2011 


3744366 21-7-2011 


3744467 21-7-2011 


3744669 22-7-2011 


3744770 22-7-2011 


3744871 22-7-2011 


3745368 22-7-2011 


(4)__ 

M/s. Ganga Health Care 
573 and 563 Plot Bazar, Near 
Rice Mill Village: 

Santrampur, 

Tal: Santrampur, 
Panchainahal-389260 

M/s. Yatharth Aqua 
B-5/l,Zaveri 
Industrial Estate, Opp. 

Shyam Villa Society^ 
Singarwa, Kathwadja Road, 
Kathwada Ahmedabad 

M/s. Riddhi Steel imd Tube 
Pvt. Ltd., 83/84/85, Vill. 
Kamod, Piplaj Pirana Road, 
Ahmedabad-382427 

M/s. Crown Industries 
Plot No. 6, Opp. Torrent 
Power Sub-station, 

B/H Shahwadi Bus Stop, 
Narol, Ahmedabad-382405 

M/s. GA. Insustries Ltd. 
PlotNo. lA, BlockNo. 

199 A, Village Jolva, 

Palsana Taluka, 

Surat 

M/s. Jay Jwellery 

Choksi Bazar, Station Road, 

Mehsana384001 

M/s. Jayeshkumar Babaldas 
Choksi G-25-26, Sheth 
Sankabhai Market, Station 
Road, Mehsana(N.G) 384001 

M/s. Healthy Food and 
Beverages Near Vishnu 
Rice Mill, Naz Piraiia Road, 
Jetalpur Village, Tal: Dascroi, 
Ahmedabad-382426 


(S) _ 

Packaged Drinking 14543 
Water (Other than 
packaged natural 
mineral water) 


Packaged Drinking 14543 
Water (Other than 
packaged natural 
mineral water) 


Hollow Steel 4923 

Sections for 
structural use 

Conduits for 9537 

electrical 

installations 


Packaged Drinking 14543 
Water (Other than 
packaged natural 
mineral water) 

Gold and gold 1417 

alloys. Jewellery/ 
artefacts—fineness 
and marking 

Gold and gold 1417 

alloys, Jewellery/ 
artefacts—fineness 
and marking 

Paickaged Drinking 14543 
Water (Other than 
packaged natural 
mineral water) 


(7) (8) 


3 




3745469 22-7-2011 M/s. Rotomotive Powerdrives Flameproof enclosures 2148 

India Limited, Plot No. 2102/4, for electrical apparatus 
GI.D.C., Vitthal UdyogNagar, 

Near Anand-388121 

3745671 25-7-2001 M/s. Josh Industries Automotive vehicles- 13098 

PlotNo. 26, GIDC Dabhoi, tubes for pneumatic 

Vadodara, 391110 tyres— 


(9) 

2004 


2004 


1977 


1983 


2004 


1999 


1999 


2004 


2004 


1991 
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(8) (9) 


3747372 


3747776 


3748980 


29-7-2011 M/s. Balaj i Enterprise Near 
Power House, Bhuravav 
Road Panchamahal 
Godhra-389001 

29-7-2011 M/s. Shankus Bio-Sciences 
Pvt. Ltd. Survey No. 747, 
Indrad, Near Ratnamani, 
Behind Hotel Purohit 
Mehsana-Ahmedabad Road, 
TaI-Kadi-382715 

29-7-2011 Katiax Enterprises Pvt. Ltd. 

BlockNo. 117-119, Santej 
Vadsar Road, Santej Tal 
Kalol Gandhinagar 
SanteJ-382721 


Packaged drinking 14543 
water (other than 
packaged natural 
mineral water) 

Mineral mixtures for 1664 
suplementing cattle 
feeds- 


Electrical apparatus 
explosive gas 
atmospheres-intrinsic 
safety “i”- 


[No.CMD/13:11 ] 

I T. B. NARAYANAN, Scientist-‘F* & Head 

j 17 ^ 1^,2012 

mw. 1770.—^ITRihr ^ (TRFH) 1988 ^ (5) ^ (6) ^ 

i__ 


■4?!I 

(2) (3) 

7598506 Tlf^ ^5^. 

fe%?lRI-384001 


WcfR ■RPRT SR 
(4) 

1 T 81 T vrgaif ^ 

3TI^T^ 1417 : 1999 


19-7-2011 


! [U yli(H^1/13:13] 

I ^KNUH, ^^iPHch ‘t^qfT’ T^sf 

NewDelhi,thel7thMay,2012 

S.O.1770.—In pursuance of sub-regulation (6) of the Regulation 5 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 
Rejgulations, 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies that the licences particulars of which are given below 
have been cancelled with effect from the date indicated against each:— 


SCHEDULE 


SI. [No. Licence 
I No. 
CM/L- 


Name and Address of the 
Licensee 


Article/Process with relevant Indian Date of 
Standards covered by the licence Cancellation 
cancelled 


7598506 M/s. Radhika Jewellers 

Opposite Jain Pathshala, Station 
Road, Distt.: Mahesana-384001 


Gold and Gold alloys, jewellery/ 
arte&cts-fineness and marking- 
IS 1417:1999 


19-7-2011 


[No.CMD/13:13] 
T. B. NARAYANAN, Scientist ‘F’& Head 






26,2012/5^ 5, 1934 


17 2012 


TW.3ir. 1771.-r-«TrRft^'RPT5P (y*l|UH) 1988^1^1^ 4 Mn*f> ^ 

i^dc^gK I ^fvRlT ^ ^ ^ ^ f :— 

3T5q^ 


IFTR 

•R 


erf/Rif 

R>T 

RTR R RclT 

RRcftil 

MHeb RiT 

RT. RT. 

RTR 



(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

1. 

3749174 

9-8-2011 . 



14543 

- 

- 

2004 


Z 3750260 10-8-2011 


3751666 10 - 8-2011 


3749477 11-8-2011 


3749578 11-8-2011 


3749679 11-8-2011 


37522M 11-8-2011 


•5?^-7^ 24/15, 

W, qi<n<i|i41, 

^(eRlR-396105 

■RT^, 66 ^ ^ 
^ RTO, Vji ^»RH, 
sqc'i, 

4feRI5-387320 

12/^, 

■R^RT, rfk 
3nfR^Ri^, Rpik^ 

RTRf-II, 

3fRi^?Rl-393002 

1^133^ ^ ^ RR?, 

RfSTR, qsls<,i 
^1^-390001 

^<114 *iq<. 258, 3n^ fft, 

RSkw, RIRirSRl-391760 

C^) 

50/^, -sit 3n^ ^ 
5Sf^«r<j1 "t#! 

f5RRR5B-389330 




«?rPF 


M>K 9537 

§Wlc^R 


cM ^ Rigsilf 1417 

3?n|6n»if 1^RR«Frft 

RRof 3 «?t ^ 1417 

^ 31l»J!<«iy RflW4»Kl 
■gFRSR 

13098 

i«i4R ■4‘uK 
3PR 

12751 


- 2004 


1983 


- 1999 


- 1999 


- 1991 
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( 1 ) i ( 2 ) 


8. i 3750462 12-8-2011 


9. I 3750361 16-8-2011 


10. I 3751262 17-8-2011 


11. ! 3751565 17-8-2011 


12. i 3751767 17-8-2011 


13. ! 3750159 17-8-2011 


14. I 3753266 24-8-2011 


15. i 3753872 24-8-2011 


16. 1 3754074 24-8-2011 


^5^51-396521 
m ^ 7501, 

’(Tre^-393002 

40, fdt'HRl 3T^ 

^ -qw, 

316M4HK-380024 

MtTST 

183/10^ 183/7, 

■qtvn-389001 

TP ^ 

• f>- gs- A- - - T ■ 

183/lOqci 183/7, 

-rfim its, 

Wl?^Tfl^TT-389001 

_f ^ ^ — ■ - - 

TRW , 

xpR4/114, qfsr 7§Hr^, 
(qt^T^), m ^inifiqi, 
3TS^-393001 
¥153 

■?ffq qm 5, sTT^nr vfff^ "fe, 
30, 

^-395004 
■to Tcqj 

-qi^, 66 ^ ^ 

■?R ^ qra, qp 

qfsqi5-3 87320 

Tirftq •^jpp, 

"qrar ^ qw, 

■qR Ttoi, Rt 3Tt 
«lWRI,'to-388245 


1417 

^ ao^jqoif Rfi<rq«bi0- 
ait^Rtfegr 13098 

z^^-qvR^Afaqf) 


■qxq^-'frtoCT qr 8472 
4dl'4<, ehVs ^?RT- 


seil<6 


^ -qj^ 2202 

^ ZI^) 
qr^ 1 xpT^ 

13098 

qiR ^^fecF 


q8iT ^ 1417 

^ aqto^ f?req4frr^l 

715:511 ^ 


xpi^ q>R qpTP 303 


53 its aqfeq^ 






[tn»IIl-^«TO3(H)] WlSTTraqi 2012/3^ 5, 1934 4201 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 


(5) 

(6) 

(7) (8) (9) 

17. 

37454276 

25-8-2011 



14543 

- 2004 











^1^-391165 

4izr) 









[^#??ld/13:ll] 

^ II* 
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S.0,1771.- 

-In pursuance of sub*regulation (5) of the regulation 4 ofthe Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 

RegulatHMis 1988, ofthe Buieau of Indian Standaids hereby noltifies the grant of licences particulars of which are given In 

the following schedule:— 








scheduj: 




SI. 

Licences 

Grant Dale 

Name and 

Title ofthe 

ISNo. 

Part Sec. Year 

No. 

No. 


Address of 
theParty 

Standard 



(0 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) (8) (9) 

1. 

3749174 

9^2011 

M/s ACS Beverages, 

Packaged drinking 

14M3 

- - 2004 




SiweyNo:24/15, 

water (other than 






Karembele Station Road^ 

packi^ed natural 






Near Median Fatak, Vhli^da, 
Vldsad-396105 

mmeral) 



1 

3750260 

104-2011 

M/s Shiv Ratna Industrie 

Block boards 

1659 

- - 2004 




Meghavi Timbers Market, * 
Near 66 KV Sub Station, 







at Kamla, Post Dabhan, 
KbedaHadiad-387320 




3. 

3751666 

104-2011 

M/s. Aswin Polymers 

Conduits Rm* 

9537 

3 - 1983 




12/A, Saket Industrial 

electrical installmions 





Estate Village: Moraiya 
Sanand Ahmadabad, 
Changodar 




4. 

3749477 

11-8-2011 

M/s. Raie^wari Jewellers 

Gold and Gold 

1417 

1999 




B/G-7,SndarPaik-lI, 

Alloys, Jewellery/ 






GIDC Anklediwar- 
393002 

Artefacts 



5. 

3749578 

11-8-2011 

M/s. Shri Ranchhodrai 

Gold and Gold 

1417 

1999 




Jewellers Near Vitfahal 

Alloys, Jewellery/ 






Tmiple, Chedesi Bazar, 

Artefacts-fineness 






Vadodara Dabhol 

390001 

and marking 



6. 

3749679 

11-8-2011 

M/s. Avi Industries. 

Automotive 

13098 

1991 




Plot No. 258, GmC. 

vehicles-tubes Rn* 






Vadodara, 

>^^igbodia-391760 

IHieumatic tyres- 



7. 

3752264 

1I-8'2011 

M/s. Devidayal (Sales) 

Pesticides- 

12751 

- - 1989 




Limited 50/A, GLD.C. 
Industriid Estate, 
Derol-KfdolDist. 
Pandimah8l-389330 

pendimethalin ec- 




1706 GI/2012—8 
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(Oj (2) (3) (4) (5) ( 6 ) 


f 3750462 

i 

I 

3750361 

i 

i 

I 

1(>. 3751262 


i 

1(. 3751565 


I 

I 

li 3751767 

! 

i. 

i 

4 . 3750159 


I 

li 3753266 


4 3753872 


4 . 3754074 


li 3754276 

! 


12>8>2011 Thakordas Parkekh and Gold and Gold 1417 

Sons Bazar Street, Alloys, Jewellery/ 

Chikhli, Navsari, artefacts 

Gujarat-396521 

16- 8-2011 M/s. Maithil Rubber Automotive 13098 

Products Pvt. Ltd., vehicles-tubes for 

Plot No. 7501, pneumatic tyres- 

Nr. Karmattir Chokdi GIDC 
Estate, Ankleshwar, 

Bharuch-393002 

17- 8-2011 M/s. Delite Pumps Pumps-regenerative 8472 

40, Tirupati Estate, or clear, cold water- 

Near Amber Cinema, 

Bapunagar, 

Ahmedabad-380024 

17-8-2011 M/s. Shri Giriraj Ply-N Block boards 1659 

Board Industries Ltd., 

Survey No.-183/10 & 

183/7, at Post Vavdibuzerg, 

Dahod-Godhra Road, 

Panchamahal Godra-389001 

17-8-2011 M/s. Shri Giriraj Ply-N Wooden flush door 2202 

Board Industries Ltd., shutters (solid core 

Sui:veyNo.-183/10& type); part 1 plywood 

183/7, at Post Vavdibuzerg, face panels 

Dahod-Godhra Road, 

Panchamahal Godra-389001 

17-8-2011 M/s. Unity Rubber Industries Automotive 13098 

Plot No. 4^14, Milage » vehicles-tubes for 

Kharachi(Bhiiwada), pneumatic tyres- 

Taluka Jhagadia, Bharuch, 

Ankleshwar-393001 

24-8-2011 M/s. Shraddha Jewellers Gold and Gold 1417 

Shop No. 5, Akar Alloys, Jewellery/ 

Shopping Center, Plot No, 30, artefacts-Bneness 

Bhaichandnagar, and marking 

Katargam Road, Katargam, 

Surat-395004 

24-8-2011 M/s. Shiv Ratna Industries, Plywood for general 303 

Meghavi Timber Market, purposes 

Near 66K V Sub Station At: 

Kamla P.O. Dabhan, Kheda 
Nadiad-387320 

24- 8-2011 M/s. Jaypee Wanakbori 53 grade ordinary 12269 

Cement Grinding Unit Portland cement 

Near Wanakbori Thermal 
Power Station, Village: 

Sangol P.O. Sonipur, TA: 

Thasarqa Kheda-388245 

25- 8-2011 M/s Pragati Beverages Packaged drinking 14543 

Industries Station Road, water (other than 

Chhota Udaypuf, packaged natural 


Vadodara Chhota mineral water) 

Udaypur-391165 


[Part II— Sec. 3i(ii)l 

(7) (8) (9) 

1999 

1991 

1998 

2004 

1 - 1999 

1991 

1999 

1989 

1987 

2004 


[No. CMD/13:11] 

T. B.NARAYANAN, Scientist ‘F’& Head 












26/2012/3^ 5, 1934 


4203 


2012 

’JFr,3!r.i772.—^ (TRn*B) t¥5nm, 1988 ^ 5 ^ (6) ^ 3?3?irn 

^TR?fhT 'RFW ^ t ^ ^RR<»T ^ 3n^ ^[?lW ^ births ^ ^-Vl/wpicl ^ 


W3S«fr 


IP. 

71. 


isf TRU 

^ 


(1) 

(2) 

.(3) 

(4) 

(5) 



Awtl ^ 6/2, 

wanysrar, atgji u^pRitTn 

ait^g, 3I?XI^RR-382415 


12-8-2011 

1. 

7512668 

'SlAlW«?> n*ll mlHCK 
■qm an^T??! 3854 ;1997 ■ 

Z 

0639455 

ATiTf aiR T^*T 

(H 3lf9* (hci (wfAidi), 

4, ■5ft an^ Tit 

3lgrT^RK-382445 

IFIR ainiH '91^ FhfdMW 
anfT^ 1879 ; 1987 

24-8-2011 


[U#?^/13:13] 
-il, lit. HKWUH, *V^* T^sf Tig® 


New Delhi, the 17th May, 2012 

S.Q. 1772.—In pimuance of sub>regulation (6) of the Regulation 5 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 
Regulations, 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, herein notifies that the licences particulars of which are given below 
have been cancelled with effect from die date indicated against each:— 


SCHEDULE 


SI. No. 

Licence 

No. 

CM/L 

Name and Address of die 

Licensee 

Article/Process with relevant Indian 
Standards covered by the licence 
cancelled 

Date of 
Cancellation 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

1. 

7512668 

M/s. J-Match Industries 

6/2, GIDC,AnupEngg. Cali, Opp 
CMC India Ltd., Odhav Road, 
Mmedabad-38241S 

^witcl^ fm* domestic and 
similarpurposesIS3854: 1997 

> 

12-8-2011 

2 

06394S5 

M/s. R M. Engineering Works 
(A Division of Ridiit Mills Ldl.) 

4, GIDC Estate, Vdva, 
Ahniedabad-382445 

Malleable cast iron pipe fittings 

IS 1879:1987 

24-8-2011 


[No.CMD/13:13] 


T.B. NARAYANAN, Scientist‘F’& Head 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MAY 26, 2012/JYAISTHA 5,1934 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)j 




17'Rf, 2012 

1773.—TON ■RHRJ "SJtl (TRFR) IqPi«<M, 1988 ^ IWJ 4 ^ (5 ) ^ 

3T5q^ 


t 



^/RIF 


RR#^ RI. RT. 

■RSqi 

ft f 

?nw 

«1PT 



(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) (6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

3755876 

5-9-2011 

"Rtel ^r4K, 
R^WF^-396445 

^cWT^Rigaif 1417 
^ 31l'i«|U|T R!lrM4»lO 

TI?raT 


— 

1999 

3755977 

6-9-2011 

T^fRf Tifcn^ 30»jq'»i 

in. ■3ft/82 UfST 

^-395004 

^ 1417 

^ 3in^ r;(i<rq«biO 



1999 

3756070 

6-9-2011 

W RRT, ^ 3/335 
H«05i0 RR# 

^raR, 3EJRT 

^ if«n1417 
^ an'jq'ji) ftiw+iO 

TI50! ^<14.H 



1999 

3756171 

6-9-2011 

3rjarf 1^RTR m %. 

41 3?t RRT, 

TI#T, 3l?RWf-382470 

Wz Rifq 6908 
1^05 fqi^ “RTR 
cWI ' 40 '*! 

**• 

— 

1991 

3756272 

7-9-2011 

■to RTCpR §S4^'4, 

W 5, ^ 

5€(^4(rl 3Tf% 

, Rrter Os, 
3WR^RT^-380025 

fl4HRl4d q'Wl'Aii 8034 



2002 

3756979 

7-9-2011 

At1*I Rl«t) §St^’*l, *<116 
78/3.T5ft?R^T??te,%R 1, 
91lf ^ c||d<, ^ RRl, 

Wr^-382445 

?T«?I SftriO 14927 

ftlHR RJR 

2 


2001 

27561V 

8-9‘2011 

15/9, ^3TT^-5^#, 
^R^-391110 

<<l64>r« 13098 

W eT^R 


“ 

1991 

3756878 

9-9-2011 

■AlRf Tlf^ HlPdmi. 

?n. tWJT, %RHT-382830 

3ii‘<ii[W«i5S 4985 

■qi^ RJR qU^d 


" 

2(XX) 

3757476 

13-9-2011 

TRT 30. 

^TRT 55, RTSrar 
■JRH '^rqRq ^ 

13098 

_A rs ■ 

RTR 5*1^1(14) ^RR 


“ 

199] 







[II—3(ii)] ’‘nilT ^ TFWSf:26,2012/®^ 5,1934 4205 


(1) 

a) 

0) 

(4) 

(5) 

<6) (7) (8) 

(9) 

la 

3757678 

13-9-2011 

Twr miWh^ in. 

4920/4921, 

7903 

- 2005 





\ ft ^ A _n j 

WlPwH H»^k4» 




• 






* 


1%RTO-396155 




11. 

3758882 

14-9-2011 

Tig® tw ^ Ti»n 

i#3wiiwr (3?^ 

14543 

- 2004 










^ it#, ^n?*T 
^ w, ttn #4 

3#W, 3?f»TOWC-382415 

ftSRW WSf) 



12, 

3757880 

14-9-2011 

■M T|R W 

^44iiqaig! {3^ 

14543 

- 2004 




#5,3*R ^ a# 3(nfiJ?T ^ 







•qro, Tf? wmsi, w 

fi?3l?? 4fR!a0 






ftuWH^K, ^nTORr-383220 

itiw h^4 


15603 

2005 

13. 

3757981 

15-9-2011 





1503/1, it 31# #t 
it III, 

4«?^it 



14. 

3758983 

15-9-2011 

R|«|V4, 

Q<?4^ (3?^ 

14543 

- 2004 




87 # 91, 

* < -> - V 






«l4tHKI9«l 54fVj*Ic! 

T^¥lt2, 4l<4tit #?, 







ZRMi, (H MKrl«HI ^-394315 



15. 

3757779 

15-9-2011 

■^wff it ^ 

^^cWI W>f ^3?f 

1417 - 

1999 




?i*n 9/140, ^nit 'f»iRi«<i, 

^ asip^jiilf fvitr94>l<i 






Tg^-395003 

^IScH XT# 



16. 

3759278 

19-9-2011 

«iTO 

^i>44X (3?^ 

14543 

2004 




ijsir'T# ^1^ wf. 

^ i#35 


• 




*uif«i<it ^ it#, 

tn’tm ®n<i<) 






>il8M^WI4-380052 




17. 

3759379 

19-9-2011 

A«tt 450/it/1, 

14543 

2(K>4 




it as?# it it, 

^ 4 >_V 






^R#iOT-3900I0 




18. 

3759985 

19-9-2011 

W?t §4*^4, 

ititit^it^fes 

694 

1990 




6/6H, *MV3R itel 

a;??*?^R?^-382481 




19. 

3760061 

19-9-2011 

T^WSf §4^4 RiW«, 

^it ^4??<i#^ s# 

15907 

2010 




te[RijR2i06,^?rN 







"SHtra #4, ^ 

(T^^ititi) 




^-382721 
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(IP (2) 


20. 3760667 20-9-2011 


2l.i 3760263 21-9-2011 


22.1 3760364 22-9-2011 


23.1 3760465 22-9-2011 


24. 3760566 22-9-2011 


25.i 3760768 22-9-2011 


26.t 3760869 22-9-2011 


27.1 3761770 23-9-2011 


28.i 3762065 23-9-2011 


cfl TflclT, 

Hfe^l4-387380 

'^•s 14543 

3Tl TIT ^ 

Tn "^raiTT, fe 
^1^-391440 

m 9l34el WTT 10204 

1302-1306, T?«Wfd''o{f?r< 

W 305 ^ Til h»Ih 4(5H 

ffe, 

I#^-389350 

■^TiTi TIT. Wm 940 

1302-1306, H<Hlf4<cirvn ^ 

v^, im, 

¥^-389350 

^TTTf TIT. 2171 

1302-1306, 

'41 3T|4 Tit ( ®KT5^ dl^M) 

•?^~389350 

•^TTTf FR •%^, Titos -qi^q 458 
^ tT8 TT 3t 1 sY^to, (^cT«ITfto2 

m TTOteT ^toi, 

#t#-391135 


^TTT? 37TT 3TR 
3TRTpto 201,202/1, 
202/2,203 TT8Tr 327/3,-OfST 
^,ciRlfs'9i ^rskn-391760 


Ti <^ » >i*s 

9rt^TTI 

«b«IC1 


3TTSto^^ftolTT 13098 
213/Wl. TTl^flzil ^AfSJ+i 

®cil4i ^ TTITT^, 'si'fi.cn "SpiTT 

FlfPTSR, Tte, ■SflTTR, 

^gH<^l4K-3 80024 

•tef tor TO. qT4lRT 694 

to 5 aiftr 6, tor 


WT^RTcT v^, 

4T^H<I4K-382213 


(7) (8) 







New Delhi, the 17th May, 2012 

S.O. 1773.—In puisuance of sub-regulation (5) of the Regulation 4 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 
Regulations 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies the grant of licences particulars of which are given in 
the following schedule:— 

SCHEDULE 


SL 

No. 

Licences 

No. 

Grant Date 

Name and 

Address of 
the Party 

Title of die 
Standard 

IS No. 

Part Sec. 

Year 

(1) 

Q) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) (8) 

(9) 


3755876 


3755977 


3756070 


3756171 


3756272 


6. 3756979 


3756777 


5-9-2011 


6-9-2011 


6^2011 


6^2011 


7-9-2011 


7-9-2011 


8^2011 


M/s. Balubhai Gold and gold alloys, 1417 

Brijbhukhandas Choksi jewelleiy/artefects 

Moti Bazar, Navsari 396445 

M/s. Shantaben Swama Gold and gold alloys, 1417 

Abhushan Pvt. Ltd. jewellery/artefacts 

B/82 Ground Floor Paras 
Society, Katar Gam Road 
Surat-395004 

M/s. Vrajial Laljibhai & Sons Gold and gold alloys, 1417 

H.No. 3/335, Navt^ura, jewellery/artefacts- 

Opp. Parsi Street, 

Choksi Bazar, Surat 

M/s-Apurva^inimay Asbestos cement 6908 

Pvt. Ltd. PO Digvijay Nagar, pipes and fitting for 

RanipAhmedabad-382470 sewerage and 

drainage 

M/s.Popular Pump Industries Submersible 8034 

Plot No. 5, Bhaijibhai pumpsets 

Ind. Estate, Anil Starch Road, 

Naroda Road, 

Ahmedabad-380025 

M/s. MARC Industries Cable trunking and 1492: 

Plot No. 78/3, Industrial ducting systems for 

Estate, Phase 1, electrical Installations 

Near GI DC Water Tank, 

Vatva, Ahmedabad-382445 

M/s. Titanic Industries . Automotive vehicles- 13091 
Plot No. 15/9, tubes for pneumatic 

GI.D.G.Dabhoi, tyres 

Vadodara-391110 


Gold and gold alloys, 1417 
jewellery/artefacts 


Cable trunking and 14927 
ducting systems for 
electrical Installations 


Automotive vehicles- 13098 
tubes for pneumatic 
tyres 
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( 1 )| ( 2 ) 


8.1 3756878 


9.1 3757476 


(6) (7) (8) 


9^2011 


13^2011 


10. 3757678 


13^2011 


11. 3758882 


14-9-2011 


12. 3757880 


13.1 3757981 


14. 3758983 


14-9^2011 


15^^11 


15-9-2011 


15. i 3757779 


16.! 3759278 


15-9^2011 


19^2011 


17. 3759379 


19-9-2011 


M/s. Shakti Polymers 
Kukarwada, Tintodan 
RoadTAVijapur, 
Mahesana-382830 
Tridev Rubber Pvt. Ltd. 

Plot No. 55, Mazda 
Gali, B/H Gupta Dying 
GI.D.C. Pipodara 
Viil^e Pipodara, Tal 
Mangrol, Surat-394185 
M/s. Techno Tarp & 
Polymers Pvt. Ltd. 

PIotNo. 4920/4921, 

Plastic Zone GIDC 

Sarigaon, Valsad, 

Bhilad-396155 

M/s. Pramukh Health Care 

& Food Product 

199, Krishna Estate, 

B/H Radheshyam Estate, 
Near Palm Hotel, Ring Road 
Circle, Odhav, 
Ahine(kd)ad-382415 
M/s. Divine India by Pass 
Road, Near R.T.O. Office, 

At. ParabdaTA. Himatnagar 
Sabarkantha-383220 
M/s. Heranba Industries Ltd. 
PIotNo. 1503/1, 

GIDC Estate, Phase III, 

Valsad, Vapi 
M/s. Nimbus Beverages 
PIotNo. 87to91, 
Swaminarayan Industrial' 
Estate, Kadodra Bardoli 
Road, Tatiththya 
Tal Palsana, Surat-394315 
M/s. GK. Thakkar Jewellers 
9/140, Wadi Falia Khandwala 
Street, Bhagal, Surat-395003 
M/s. Dhara Enterprise 
Bhulabhai Patel Farm, 

B/H, Kamavati Club, , 

Mahmadpura, 

Ahmedabad-380052 i 

M/s. Honest Marketing 
450/B/l,GIDC, 

Makarpura, Vadodara-390010 


Unplasticized pvc 4985 
pipes for potable 
water supplies 

Automotive vehicles-13098 
tubes for pneumatic 
tyres 


Textiles-tarpaulins 1 
made from high 
density polyethylene 
woven fabric- 


packaged drinking 
water (other than 
packaged natural 
mineral water)- 


Packaged drinking 14543 
water (other than 
packaged natural 
mineral water)- 
Al):^acypermethrin, 15603 
wp 


Packaged drinking 
water (other than 
packaged natural 
mineral water)- 


GoM and gold alloys, 1417 
jewellery/artefacts- 

Packaged drinking 1454' 
water (other than 
packaged natural 
mineral water)- 

Packaged drinking 1454: 
water (other than 
packaged natural 
mineral watCT)- 


Tsri¥3(ii)3 


:-Rf [26/2012/^5, 1934 


(1) (2) 

18. 3759985 


19. 3760061 


20. 3760667 


21. 3760263 


22. 3760364 


23. 3760465 


24. 3760566 


25. 3760768 


26. 3760869 


27. 3761770 


(3) (4) ___ (5) (6) (7 ) (8) (9) 

19-9-2011 M/s. Laxmi Industries Pvc insulated cables 694 - - 1990 

6 /6A Goteshwar Estate, Gnta, 

Ahmedabad-382481 

19- 9-2011 Texel Industries Limited Agro-textiles-high 15907 - - 2010 

PlotNo.2106, density polyethylene 

Santej Khatraj Road, (hdpe) woven beds 

Near Shah Steel, forvermiculture 

Village Santej, Talkalol 
Gandhinagar Santej-382721 

20- 9-2011 M/s. Aravali Infrapower Ltd. Aluminium conduc- 398 - > 1996 

Block No. 76, Siholdi, Thlvka tors for overhead 

Matar, KhedaN^iad-387i80 transmission purposes 

21- 9-2011 M/s. Dharmik Food and Packaged drinking 14543 - - 2004 

Beverages At. RO. Ranu, water (other than 

TalPadraDistt. ^ packaged natural 

>^K)odaFa-391440 mineral water)- 

22- 9-2011 M/s. Gunnebo India Pvt. Ltd. Portable fire 1CG04 - - 200! 

Plot No. 1302-1306, GIDC extinguisher 

Industrial Estate, Champdner mechanical foam type 

Road, Panchamahal 
Halol-3893S0 

22-9^2011 M/s. Gunnebo India Pvt. Ltd- Portable fire 940 - - 2003 

PlotNo. 1302-1306, GIDC extinguisher, water 
Industrial Estate, Champaner type (gas caitridge)- 
Road, Panchamahal 
Halol-389350 

22^2011 M/s. Gunnebo India Pvt. Ltd. Port*J>le fire 2171 - - 1999 

PlotNo. 1302-1306, GIDC extinguisher, dry 
Industrial Estate, Champdner powder (cartridge 
Road, Panchamahal type) 

Halol-389350 

22-9-2011 M/s. Gujarat Spun Pipe , Precast concrete 458 - - ^ 2003 

Factory At &PODhokaliya, pipes (with and 
Bodeli,TASankheda, without reinfoce- 

VadodaraBodeli-391135 , ment) 

22- 9-2011 M/s. R. R. Kabel ^ PVC insulated 694 - - 1990 

R.S. No. 201,202/1,202/2,203 cables 
and 327/3, Khanda Road, 

Wa^odia Vadodara-391760 

23- 9-2011 M/s. Rishabh Industries Automotive vehicles- 13098 - -< 1991 

213/A/l, BharatEstate, tubes for pneumatic 

(^Soneria Block, General tyres 
Hospital Road, Bapunagar, 

Ahmedabad-380024 


1706 GI/2012—9 
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0 C) (?) (4) (5) (Q (7) (8) (9) 

i 

8 . 3762065 23-9-2011 M/s. Aerolex Cables Pvt. Ltd. PVC insulated 694 - - 1990 

Plot No. S and 6, Mahagujarat cables 

Industrial Estate, Moraiya 

Sarich] Bavla Highway, 

Ahmedabad-382213 

9. 3763673 23-^201 ! M/s. Singh and Companies Drums large, fixed 1783 2 - 1983 

Plot No. 3602 Phase IV, ends, part 2 grade b 

GI.D.C. V^}i. drums 

DistValsad-396195 

'IT 

Wi 

[No. CMD/13:11 ] 
T. B. NARAYANAN, Scientist-‘F* & Head- 

17 2012 

^.«r. 1774.—^ (3Rn>Pf) 1988 ^ f^'4H 5 ^ (6) # 

f t 

A 

u 

, k\m 'TTR ^ afRPftT ^Pfg^SiaiH T^^^ftfcrfe? 

#tI*T/R^“ ^ ^ ^TRdril ■RFFF ^ 

(1 

) (2) (3) (4) (5) 


1. 7004649 9i|iK SIT. ^ "901 Sll^pHO 14-9-2011 

^ 783. 3n^T5H4989 : 2006 

T?ftJir,^^^-390010 

2 7998522 ^ <47-4^^41 W 28-9-2011 

4/^10, Hiti 3 RPfls '<^'1 309* 

#T Tr5<n, ^ 3II9fr §'4Jc:^(di| ^PdRild 

3T1^T^?T9537 :^3 : 1983 

Re 

ha 

[U 13:13] 

■^. ‘T^9r’ 7^13 

New Delhi, the 17th May, 2012 

S.O. 1774.*— In pursuance of sub-regulation (6) ofthe Regulation 5 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 
gulations, 1988, the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies that the licences particulars of which are given below 
'e been cancelled with effect from the date indicated against each : — 

SCHEDULE 

SI. 

No. Licences Name and Address ofthe Article/Process with relevant Indian Date of 

No. Licensee Standards covered by the licence Cancellation 

CM/L- cancelled 

J 

1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

1 

— 

1 . 7004649 M/s. Vimal Fire Controls Pvt. Ltd. Foam concentrate for producing 14-9-2011 

A-1,851/1-B, GIDC, Post Box No. 783 mechanical foam for fire fighting- 
Makarpura Industrial Area, IS 4989 : 2006 

Baroda-390010 

1 7998522 M/s. Hima Sales Corporation Conduits for electrical installations : 28-9^201 1 

4/A/10, Laxmi Ind. Estate, Paidi part 3 rigid plain conduits of insulating 

Three Rasta, Visnagar (N.G) materials (superseding is ; 2509) 

Distt : Mahesana IS 9537 : Part 3 : 1983 

--- . ... 


lNo.CMD/!3:I3] 
T. B. NARAYANAN, Scientist ‘F’& Head 
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'^hmr iiftiww 

lent, 2012 

^.air. 1775.—4»l4W ijhi (3»#t anWnw, W57 (1957 ^ 20) (f^ lti4 

qfjfi ^ f) ^ ^ 7 ^ '3q^ ( 1 ) ^ ^ tot ^ 

4»?.aRT. 1920 indw 13 '^S^, 2011 ift W ^ ^ m-ll, ^TO-3, (ii)-llrftw 23 2011 ^TWlftRl ^ 

^ ^ 313^ ^ Wff^ ^ 3P? ^ 1^ ’im 7.349 ^ (wm) ^ 18.160 iwm) ^ 

■4* ^ ^ 3rfliwn^ 1,368 im (m^) ^ 3.38 ^ (wm) ^ 3P? ^ 3?!^ ^ 5.981 ^ 

(WT'PI) ^ 14.78 1(4*^ (Wn*rT) ^ 4*t "3^ 3!^ ^ ^R*T '»4^4»K 3|#f <r»^^ ^ 3n^ SIPfR ^ ^RT ^ «ft ; 

3?tT WTinf^wn(l3R33iftrt^ vw8^3?3PT®T^TiT4n^^ 3n5ftt; 

3|k -sh^ 1t^ ^ ^ ^ 3?!^ HK«TO ^lT4iR WTSrf ^ ^ WJR 

7.349(?mn) ^ 18.1601(41^ (^pwr) Tpr PlHftinflO 4«<l 4f5|6 ijMfHT^^^ 

3rf^l4nT :~ 

(^) ^ srflWJR ^fSra 1.368 (Wm) ^ 3,38 1^ (WntPI) 1114 ^ w 3 Pt 3flT 

(^) 19R4 3Tf%n)T( 4MI4.C 313^-^ $.981 i4Z( (^nT'PT) ^ 14.78 k,i»« (ct*wO i|R^'343 3^1 

qpl^y ^ ■9RB 1|^ 4»K^, ^44*^ 3^^ TOW 3K^, UTO ^41^, ^ 1?^ 4»T*i 1»T^, ^ 

^ ^ 3if^4n( 3rf^ ftiin W4I wftn t I 

3T4:,3m, W4>K 4.1i4<rll WCTT(3r»T3fftrt5pm, 1957 (1957 ^20) ^Mm9^'SVmO) 
^ 94^ TifW 3»I 3)t^ 34 ^ t :- 

(4f) 3l33fft-4r '^f 1.368 ^43^ (wron) in 3^8 1C4!3 (m^PT) Tin 4{t -343 3p? 4»T TWt 3rf»TO(, 3Jk 

(4i) 3?334ft-4r ^ 4f*Rr 5.981 (^iron) 4T 14.78 v^, (wnm) inq 4St 3p? 4»i «R4 3rfiw»R ^Wf ^ 

4 FR, 4 r 4 R, ^ 4»(^,'344»1 TOW 4!l^, "3!^? nm 44 41 4^, 3 JIt ^ 41# ^ 

3rf^4ir( 3lfSRr ftiT( ”41# I 

3rfi|^44T ^ 3Nt4 311# 41^ 1^4 ^ taW ^TTO <*^l^M/^«3^I^^HTO/'<H4ll«J4•q/l^3#^3ni/06T^ al^Us 16 
ftlTOR/ 201 1 4»T fMl4R ■ 341343 , 41^ ^ 4iWf«4 "# 414#iT01^4441, 1, w«(Wi TOW 4^, 4#R4>13I (^4-700001) ^ 
434^14#f 41 M414> 34i#l4# (^TOTO), 4.1y i 4n»^.H :gl4TO-ft^.f^-4^ (4f^4TO). 

fn 45te-7l 3 333 4» 4n4fR4 fiF4T 4? 4!4i3I i 1 

OiMnfn HifW’i wTfc 

1^Rir-4lipf ( ) 


(t4tf4» 45541 TO/ »(»W#3^34/ 4,43#^J«^/064 wOo 16 ftl3*4^, 2011) 

Wift 3lflrailT : 


sP4 

K 

iim/^41 
^ 414* 

414 4. 

4341^ 3^40/ 

33?ftR/4Pn* 

froi 

#4#4?#f 

(rT444) 


1. 

f44^'43W 

5 

5 

%2^'4I^ 

41^ 

1.230 

4FT 

1 

4^ 414^ 

20 

20 

f312d41CT 

41^5 

ai3« 

414 







1.368 



* 44?4 3(rf4^4l 34341^ 
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^ : 1.368 ^ 3.38 (Wl^) 

W ■qFT^ i. 05 ^ . 

108, 112«TFT, 117, 171, 180, 183’7m 

K 20 '4’ 3T^ in4 cn4 y<sMI : 

21^1X1, 9 

«t»)w «wT«»i 

(fTR^sn^) 

(^^srf^ wi«i^3TT^/06T? <iKh3 1 6 f4?n^, 2011 ) 

taPR 3Tf)|^R : 


IFR 

Tim/qhn 

317^4 


xl'«4)d/«7Hl* 

Piidi 


fe'Jirumi 

4. 



4i3:^4.* 











(WTRXT) 


1 . 

^ _ - - 

W^dlM XTIRg 

5 

5 

fd<«i1 xn^ 

91*^5 

5.334 

«7Tn 

2. 

?r^R?41 

20 

20 

_fv .. 

XTl^ 

0.647 

m 

!■ 



^ : 



5.981 



TFl^ ^ 3?5?1H 


: 5.981 ^ 14.78 (?m^) 

ryH<rlT*l 'ms t 05 4 ^ ^ : 

9i) nFT, 104 W\, 105WT, 106, 107, 109, 110, 111, 113, 116, 118 m, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 145, 146, 147, 

170, 172 W], 173 ^,175 m, 178 ’ITT, 179, 181, 182 

^ 4. 20 4 3FsN ^ ^ 4^ : 

7, X 

msp ^ (374;t 44 1957 4t vrt 9 ( 1 ) ^ ^ \ 

^ -^3 ) ; 

^"^1 tiiJi 4lin fytfcrtli'o 4. 05 4t s’TFn w, xn^ -41 mz 4. 99 44 119 44it m ^ 4 

118^^441, w 4 ii7'^44fT,-w4. 116.113 -3x14 44 it 4 ipiTcit^ x^ 

4. 1 12 ^ W 127,M28, 129, 132, 145 4t 44lT4 T^Rcft ^ 44n mS 4. 

5 4tx^4. 145 t^^l xRlTT^t I 

'^2 44n PfiHdTo 4 05 4r mz 4 145 ^'s^ 44it -qr ^1 4 ^ mz 4 145,147 ^ 

44n 4 170 4rT4txc^4 I72,183 ^ "qn; ^ 184 4^'3^ 44?T4^pRxft 

44n (TwciTm 461-s 4 05 44 '^•si min(1 4. 20 ^ 441^ 1 4Ihi xr ^i2 xt^ forfeit 1 

4r^ RiMeiTo ms^ 4 05 tx^' ^ 4. 20 4t 44 tt xr qv 2 4 ^ 'mz 4. 82 

44714 .7 4t xj^ 44 "44^ 44 tt, HrOi 4. 8,3 41444144714 44n «<'Si 4. 20 ^ yriid 

4 .3 44 fBXTcram 4 2 1 4r mz 4. 91 41 qn^Ti 4471 xtt ^ xr f 1 

4irr 4N ^ 'qi414 20 41 x^ -r. 3 4 21 41 x^ 4 . 91 41 wi 4471 xr ^ 4 

7?fF sWi., *^'511 SI'S! ^it41 4. 29 413,2 hI'iii '^7n 4 4. 20 44 RiHcif'i H6I-S 4. 5 41 447I 41 xir 

^^41^ 47Hd41 XT^4 05 41x^4 180, 178, 175, 173, 172, 104, 105, 118 3^4 99 41XTR^ 
^ Kii<i 4. 99 44 119 41 4471 XR ^ xr 47^41 ^ 1 

[X75T. 4. 43015/1/2009-X71 37R 37lf ^^-1] 

■^. 4. 37 ^ 44^ 




•qr3“^ 
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MINISniYOFCOAL 

New Delhi, the 16di May, 2012 

S.O. 1775.— Whereas by the notification of thelGovemment of Indian the Ministry of Coal number S.0.1920 
dated the 13th July, 2011, issued under sub-section (1) of Sc^ion 7 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and Devetopment) 
Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), (hereinafter referred to as the said ^ct) antfpublished in the Ga^e of India, Part - II, Section - 3, 
Sub-Section (ii) dated the 23rd July, 2011, the Central Goviemment gave notice of its intention to acquire the lands and all 
rights in or over 7.349 hectares (ai^roximately) or 18.160 jures (approximately) of the lands in which, to acquire all rights 
in or over 1.368 hectares (approximately), or 3.38 acres (^proximately) of land and mining rights in the land measuring 
5.981 hectares (approximately) or 14.78 acres (approximiite^) of land, suCh lands specified in the schedule appended to 
that notification; 

And whereas the competent authority in pursuance of Section 8 of the said Act has made his report to the Central 
Government; 

And whereas the Central Government after consitlering the report aforesaid and after consulting the Government 
of Jharkhand is satisfied that the lands measuring 7.349 hectares (approximately) or 18.160 acres (approximately) and all 
rights in or over such lands as described below 

(a) All right, 1.368 hectares (approximately) or 3.38 acres (approximately) of land mentioned in Schedule A, and 

(b) Mining ri^t, for mining, quarry bore, digiatid search fw win, work and carry away minerals in the land 
measuring 5.981 hectares (approximately) 14.78 acres (approximately) of li^ mentioned in Schedule B 
appended hereto should be acquired. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confeired by sub-section( I) of Section 9 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition & Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the tentral Government hereby <teclares that- 

(a) Al I right, 1.368 hectares (8pproximiUely)«r 3.38 acres (approximately) of land mentioned in Sclwdule A, and 

(b) Mining right, for mining, quarry bore, digjand search for win, work and carry away minerals in the land 
measuring 5.981 hectares (approximately) pr 14.78 acres (approximately) of li^ mentioned in Schedule B 
are hereby acquired. 

The plan bearing number ECL/SIML/MOUZA/NpTI/06A d^ed the 16lh September, 2011, of the area covered by 
this notification may be inspected in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Pakur or at the office of the Coal Controller, 
1 , Council House Street, Kolkata (Pin- 700 001) or at the office of the Director Technical (Operation), Eastern Coalfields 
Limited, Sanctoria ,P.O. Dishergarh, District- Burdwan (wist Bengal), Pin Code - 713 333. 

Sa^XRJLE-A 
Simlong Cojal Mining Block 
Dbtrict - Pnluir (Jharkhand) 


(Plan bearing number ECL/SIML/MOUZA/NOTI/OOAdatpd the I6th September, 2011) 
All Right: 


s. 

No. 

Name of Mouza/ 
^lls^e* 

Village 

Number 

i^twari Halka/ 
JL number* 

Tahsil/PS* 

Dishict 

Areain Hectares 
iqi^ximately 

Remaiks 

1 

Smlong Pahar 

5 

5 

LHti Para 

Pakur 

1230 

Pat 

2 

Bara Ghaghri 

20 

20 

Litti Para 

Pakur 

0.138 

Part 





Total 


1 J68 



* As per revenue records 

Total: 1.368 hectares (approximately)or 3.38 acres (approkimately) 
Plot numbers to be acquired in Mouza Simlong Pahar No.p5: 
108,112p,ll7,171,180,183p, 

Plot numbers to be acquired in MpuzaBara Ghaghri No; 20: 
2p,9. 
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(PU 

Mir 

SCHEDUtE>B 

Simlong Coal Mining Block 

District - Pakur (Jharkhand) 

ji bearing number ECL/SIML/MOUZA/NOTI/06A dated the 16th September, 2011) 
ling Right: 

S. 

No 

Name of Mouza/ N^lage Patwari Halka/ Tahsil/PS* District Area in Hectares Remarks 

X^llage* Number JL number* approximately 

1 

2 

Simlong Pahar 5 5 LittiPara Pakur 5.334 Part 

BaraGht^ri 20 20 Litti Para Pakur 0.647 Part 


Total 5.981 

♦A 

Tot 

Ploi 

99p 

179 

Ploi 

3p,i 

Boi 

Boi 

A-/ 

All 

A2i 

A3- 

1 

i per revenue records 

il; 5.981 hectares (approximately) or 14.78 acres (approximately) 

: numbers to be acquired in Mouza Simlong Pahar No.05: 

104p, 105p, 106,107,109,110,111,113,116,118p, 127,128,129,130,131,132,145,146,147.170,172p, 173p, 175p, 178p, 

181,182. 

numbers to be acquired in MouzaBara Ghaghri No. 20 ; 

,8. 

indary Description (of the area being notified under Section 9( 1 ) of the CBA (A&D) Act, 1957. 

indary Description (A to A3): 

» 1 Line starts from Point Aon the common boundary ofplot no 99 & 119 in the mouza Simlong No. - 05 Thana Liliti 

Para dist - Pakur, passes through the northern and eastern boundary of plot no. 118, eastern boundary plot 
no. 117, northern boundary of plot no.l 16 , 113, cross the plot No 112, again passes through the northern 
boundary plot no. 127,128,129,132,145 and meets at point A1 on the northern boundary of plot no. 145 of 
mouza Simlong Pahar no. 05 

A2 Line starts from Point A1 on the northern boundary of plot no. 145 of mouza Simlong Pahar No. 05 and passes 

through the eastern boundary of plot no. 145, 147, northern boundary of 170, eastern boundary of plot no. 

170,171, cross the plot No 172,183 , passes through northern boundary of plot no. 184 and meets at the point 
A2 on the common boundary of Mouza Simlong Pahar No. 05 and Bara Ghaghari No. 20. 

A3 Line starts fit)m Point A2 on the common boundary of Mouza Simlong Pahar No. 05 and Bara Ghaghari No. 20 

.and passes through northern boundary of plot No. 82, eastern and southern boundary of plot no. 7, southern 
boundary ofplot no - 8 ,3 and meets at point A3 of the common boundary of plot No. 3 of mouza Bara Ghaghari 
No 20 & plot No.91 of Simaldhab No.21. 

A Line starts from Point No. A3 of the common boundary of plot no. 3 of mouza Bara Ghaghari no 20 & plot no 

91 of Simal Dhab No.21. Crosses plot No. 3,2 of mouza - Bara Ghaghari No. 20 .common boundary mouza Bara 
Ghaghari No. 20 and Simlong Pahar No. 05, plot No. 180,178,175,173,172,104,105,118, 99 and meets at the 
point A on the common boundary of plot no 99 and 119 of mouza Simlong Pahar. No. 05 . 

[F. No. 43015/1/2009-PRlW-I] 

A. K. DAS, Under Secy. 

22 2012 

1776.—^ 1957 (1957 ^20) 

«i»8i VRT 7 (1) ^ ^ 

^I. 2501 4 2010^,^ WT-II,^®^-3,^~W^ (ii) cIRt^9 3T^^.2Qim^' 





[tlFTU—«n53(ii)I 
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WiRTTTO 26,2012/3^ 5,1934 

^ ^ Ml, ^ 3ifii^|95n teI ^ ^ 3^k ^ ^ ^ ^ w ■RT ^ 31^ ^ ii «wn? 

afl^ WT 3nPrt»T(l ^ w 3 iWrr ^i» 1 ^ 8 ^ arjipor ^ ^ Ml t ? 

slk ^i^ l^ m»K Tf!T, fiMlii IK l^nsni ”9?^ 3^k fwsro «^4»(i ^ wnf Ml ■qf^ w ^wwr 

Ml w t % ^T5Fi 3i3qMl w ^ 20.38 i^iz? (wiMn) ^ 50.36 T?4W (wm) ^ «in?ll ^ Mf ^ ^ Ml ^ 

arfliWR 3?f3RT IMst^ ^ I 

3m:,3w,i^^^RTJiiRW3rfMPpm^ Hro9^^-^ (1) ?ro3i^ 

M IMr 3T3^ ii w 20.38 (?nmn) ^ 50.36 v^, (^pwn) 'm ^ ^Mf ^ ^ ^ arfMiJR ^ 

1 

3!fM^ ^ 3nnfti 30^ ^ ^ ^ taw ^ MMli^/anrMqTO^^ 7 ^ifwd. 

2011 iRT($1Kau4) ^«»»i<4«iM'MMl^Iwi PlMt*, l,WfeftWI¥RW1^2,^CTWW (flR-700001) 
^ 4> l 4 « irW ^ ^ ftM?W WF(N»1 (U^M^) , 

Mnrei), ftsf ^-713 333^ ^ 11 


TOuftnir (^) ^MNwr witm 
ftiar-Mli3r(|irnawi) 


■^?M1 arfiRFTr : 

(taw ^isw MMlT^^/3inM^H’i;5T/i^*?3jl5^^ Tntla 7 20i i) 


WWI 

MV^i/uih . um 4>r 

♦fwi* 

aRftMl/qFfT 


(a>nPT) 

(cf»m) 


1. 

Mto 

17 


M^5T 

2a38 

5a36 

m 



^ : 



20.3$ 

S0.36 



*TnrPi srfM^a ^ 3i^pR 

^ : 20.38(?mn»r) 'm 50.36 TJ[4>5 (m*m) 
WT ^ Mto M srfSra ItRl^ ^qafe 


13,14,15,16,20,22,23,24,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,4D,4(yi83,41,42,44,45,46,47,48.49,50,50/1M, 51,52,53, H 
55.56,57,57/180,58,59,60,61,62,63,64,65,66.67.68,69.70.71,72,72/185,73,74,75,76,77,78.79,80,81,82.83,84.85, 
86,87,88,89,90,91, 92,93,94,95.96,97,98,99, lOa, 101,10^ 102/178,103,103/177,104,105,106,107,108,109,155,156, 
157,158,159,160,161 Wl, 162,163,164,165,166,167,168,1^9,170,171,172,172/186,173,174 'RM 175. 


(T^ 1-t^ 6) : 

1-1^2 ^ tai «iFn, MtemM. i7,to MIotiM. 18 32 

^a#E!MtJR^«toiM. i7T5M^MtOTM. 

MtoM. I8 i 

x( 2-'R 3 ^ tai MteR M. 17, ^ ^ MIot M. 18 ^ ^ 1t«ra t?- 2 ^ ant*! iter 

Mtou 17 ^“^M. i4^'?i^tMN'9ttt*m^ T^-3'^f*racnM i 

3-'^ 4 ■*!!? tai M.. 17 ^ 14 ^ ft*fcl H 3 3IR«1 8W< dUcl Mtep? 

17^u 15, 20,24,44,42,41, 183,79^-3^^1^^^. 33 ^^ ^ ^^ 

161 107,108 W 

108 ■»5afeM. 109 ^ Mta, U 109,178,102,155,156, 160^ 

TFRM ^ ^ MtOT U 17 -^M ^ Mto ^i. 18 ^ W Mtrn tM^T^-4 ^ fMm M I 




f 
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date< 

Dev< 

Sect 

land: 

Cent 

of Jh 
right 

Gov 

right 

notif 

Cont 

Coal 

All I 

(Plai 

TI4-T^5 18^ 

20 ^ ^ ^ ft«ra ft=5 T^-5 m fkm f . 

TI5-T^6 i7,^«item’f. i8T5qf^^?i»ift?nu VS 

I7,^?ntou 

20 wfyu 32 ^ vh TR ^^ T?-6 m ft?f?n i \ 

17,^^nTfe^tIU 20T?^’^T8r?yU 32^ ^ ^ T^-6 ^ 3nT«7 

17Tl?32 ^ m^\ 4aHI^itot I7,wrs3t^.32i?:qf^ 
«ihp«i 18 ^ ^ ^ 1^ fJpj H-1 ^ 11 

[m U 430l5/2/2009-^3tRgfllf5i^-I ] 

3m 

New Delhi, the 22nd May, 2012 

S.0.1776.— Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Coal number S.0.2501 

1 the 4th October, 2010, issued under sub-section (1) of Section 7 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and 
lopment) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) and published in the Gazette of India, Part II, 
on 3, S^section (ii) di^d the 9fti October, 2010, the Central Government gave notice of its intention to acquire the 

1 and ail rights in or over such lands specified in the schedule appended to that notification; 

And whereas the competent authority in pursuance of Section 8 of the said Act, has made his report to the 
|al Government; 

And whereas the Central, Government after considering the report aforesaid and after consulting the Government 
Miand is satisfied that the lands measuring 20.38 hectares (approximately) or 50.36 acres (approximately) and all 
5 in or over such, Imds as described in Schedule appended hereto should be acquired. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 9 of the said Act, the Central 
mment hereby declares that the land measuring 20.38 hectares (approximately) or 50.36 acres (approximately) and all 
s in or over such lands as described in schedule are hereby acquired. 

The plan bearing nundser ECMUML/MOUZA/NOTI/75 dated the 7th February, 2011, of the area covered by this 
^cation may be inspected at the office of the Deputy Commissioner, District- Godda or at the office of the Coal 
roller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkata (Pin-700 001) or at the office of the Director Technical (Operation), Eastern 
pelds Limited, Sanctoria, P.O. Dishergarh, District- Burdwan (West Bengal), Pin Code-713 333. 

saiEDiAj: 

Lalmatia (Part) Coal Block 

District-Godda (Jharichand) 

[ight; 

[ bearing number BCL/RJML/MOUZA/NOTI/75 dated the 7th Fclmiaiy, 2011) 

S. 

No. 

NameofMouza/Vilh^ Patwari Halka/ Tahsil/PS* District Area in Hectares Area in acres Remarks 
Village* Nionbo’ JL number* (approximately) (approximately) 

1 

ChotaBhorai 17 17 Lalmatia Godda 20.38 20.38 Part 


Total 20.38 20.38 

..... V 

♦As 

|)er revenue records ^ 

Total: 20.38 hectares (approximately) 

(xr 50.36 acres (approximately) 






[timil—«^3(u)] 
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Plot numbers to be acquired in village Chhota Bhorai:— j 

13,14,15,16,20,22,23,24,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,40/183,41,42,44,45,46,47,48,49,50,50/184,51,52,53,54, 
55,56,57,57/180.58,59,60,61,62,63,64,65,66,67,68,69,70,71,72,72/185,73,74,75.76,77,78,79,80,81.82,83.84,85, 
86,87,88,89,90,91, 92,93,94,95,96,97,98,99,100,101,102,^02/178,103,103/177; 104,105,106,107,108,109,155,156, 
157,158,159,160,161 Part, 162,163,164,165,166,167,168,16^, 170,171,172,172/186,173,174 and 175. 


Boundary Description (A 1 to A6): 

A1-A2 Line starts from Point AI at tri-junction pillar of Chhota Bhorai No. 17, Bai a Bhorai No. ] 8 and Paharpur No.32 

of PS Lalmatia Dist Godda (Jhaikhand) and passes throu^ the common boundary of Chhota Bhorai No. 17 
and Bara Bhcnm No. 18 and meets at the Point A2 on Common boundary of Mouza Chhota Bhorai No. 17 and 
BaraBhnaiNo. 18. 

A2-A3 Line starts frmn Point A2 on the common boundary of Mouza Chhota Bhorai No. 17 and passes durou^ the 

western boundary of plot No. 14 and mecits at point A3 on northern boundary of Plot No. 14 of Chhota Bhorai 
No. 17. 

A3-A4 Line starts frnn Point A3 <ni northern boundary of plot No. 14 of Chhota Bhorai No. 17 and passes through the 

norlfaem boundary of plot No. 16,15,20,24,44,42^ 41,183,79; western, norUiem and eastmi boundary of plot 
No. 33, northern boundary of plot no. 35; cros^s the road on plot 161; again passes through western 
boundary of pM No. 107, 108; nordiem boundajry of Plot No. 108; western boundary of 109; northern 
bmmdary of Plot No. 109,178,102,155,156,160 and meets at Point No. A4 on common boundary of Chhota 
Bbrnni No. 17 and Bara Bhorai No. 18. 

A4-A5 Line starts from Point No. A4 on common bound^ of Chhota Bhorai No. 17 and Bara Bhorai No. 18 and 
passes through the common Mouza Boundary of Bajra Bhorai No. 18 and Chhota Bhorai No. 17, meets at Point 
A5 on tri-juncti<Hi pillar of Chhota Bhorai No. 17, $ara Bhorai No. 18 and Keshgaria No. 20. 

A5-A6 Line starts from Point No. A5 on tri-junction pillar of Chhota Bhorai No. 17, Bara Bh(»ai No. 18 and Keshka 

No. 20; passes through the common mouza boun4ary of Chhota Bhorai No. 17 and Keshgaria No. 20; and 
meets at Point A6 on tri-junction pillar of Chhota Bihoirai No. 17, Pahtupur No. 32 and Keshgaria No. 20. 

A6-A1 Line starts from Point A6 on the tri-junction pillar of Mouza Chhota Bhorai No. 17, Paharpur No. 32 and^ 
Ke^garia No, 20; passes through the common Mouza boundary of Chhota Bhorai No. 17 and Paharpur No. 
32; and meets at Point Al on tri-junction pillar of Moiiza Chhota Bhorai No. 17, Bara Bhorai No. 18 and Pdiarpur 
No.32. 

' [F.NO.43015/2/2009-PR1W-I) 

A. K. DAS, Under Secy. 

_— - — —— •. .. . . , I , ■ ■ . . . 

17 2012 


8Br.3ir. 1777 .—^ WlPl ^ SlfrRiR ^ 1962 

(1962 ^ 50) ^ 6 ’cPT-^ (1) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

HhMl *11 I 

(1) ?RT ^ ^ ’SRpT ^ ^ ^ 

^ ■g«RT BM'qPi ^ chTmTYvh frifFci frFor eir i 

3?fr mm 9lfrl^ ^ ^ ^ t % ^ TFRl 

^ jlRrlO q frlRlfe^ ^ '^ITt, 

fricirnr ^ ^ ^ RiPiR^i f, timffrpFR ^ ■'t^ 

3TcT:, 3Tq, ^ "4’ ^ STfriqjR ^ 3T#?) frRR, 1963 RPril 4 

1 ^ 3rYW3?lR ^ 7 aRrlRald cllWf tFt Waf TTsq^ 4 ^ 6((l<a ^ 


1706 GI/2012—10 
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WR 

U 

^ cTRt® 

1 

2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 . 

1 

2939t^^2l-l2>2009 imi ifaiR 12-12-2010 

2982 27-10-2009 IPTOTl 

395 15-02-2010 

677 23-02-2011 

2551 15-09-2009 'ifzST 17-01-2011 

3521 ftRR»22-12-2009 

230 ftrlRT 05-01-2011 ^«(R51 tllF 

S.O. 
Pipe 
in th 

Gov 

Limi 

puip 
said 
in re 

Righ 

sche 

[^. 1 ?. aRH-31015/3/2012-«ft3m-lI] 
3T^ ^r^ci 

MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL CAS 

New Delhi, the 17th May, 2012 

S.O. 1777.—Whereas by notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, 
Nos. and dates as mentioned in the Schedule below issued under Sub-Section (i) of Section 6, Petroleum and Minerals 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government acquired the Right of User 
e said lands specified in the Schedule appended to those notifications. 

And Whereas, in exercise of powers conferred by Sub-Section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
nnment vested the right of user in the lands free from ail encumbrances in the Hindustan Petroleum Corporation 
»d. 

And Whereas, the Competent Authority has made a report to the Central Government that the pipeline for the 
Bse of transportation of petroleum products from Raman Mandi to Bathinda in the State of Punjab has been laid in the 
lands and hence the ROU activities may be terminated in Tehsils Talwandi Saboo & Bathinda in the State of Punjab 
ipect of the said lands which in brief are specified in the Schedule annexed to this Notification. 

Now, therefore as required under explanation 1 of Rule 4 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
t of User in Luid) Rules, 1963, the Central Government hereby declare the dates mentioned in Column 7 of the said 
iule as the dates of termination of activities in ROU in the’ State of Punjab. 

• SCHEDULE 

SI. 

No. 

S.O. No. &Date Name of Village Tehsil District State Date for Termination 

of activities in ROU 

1 

2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 . 

2939 Date 21-10-2009 Raman Talvrandi Bhatinda Punjab 12-12-2010 

2982 Date 27-10-2009 Ramsara Saboo 

395EDate 15-02-2010 Bagha 

677 Date 23-02-2011 Bangi Nihal Singh 

Bang! Ruidu 

KotBakhtu 

Nasibpura 






[tiinn—^a^3(ii)] :l?<26.2012/3^5, 1934 4219 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 6 

7 

1 

2872DtfelMO-2009 

GehriDeviNagar 

Bhatittda 

Bhatinda Puiyab 

174)1-2011 


169 Date 11-01-2010 

Kotdiamir 



% 


230 Date 5-1-2011 

Katar Singh Wila 





[F.Na R-31015/3/2012-OR-n] 
LAL CHH AN DAM A, Under Secy. 


, 17 ^>2012 

nir.«r, i77a.- ^40 ' << afk ^^3;ifiw?R w\ i962 

(1962^50) ^ (1) 

"wi 4fVHlVi<i Tirthrf a»t l^w^ 'a»T. an, bri “an arfl^^^ajf tiWn ftiftffe ^ ^ ^ aif^^ ^ 

ar^rt^inn«n i 

-ann 3rfMf¥n*T 4f{t vra 6 ^ ■OT-i«ro (1) ?ra TO TrfMf in 
fifwiif ■511 in 3?Piiin^ i^#lR «n i 

allt WT wPiWtrft ^ wm ist ftife ^ t tin afk ^nMf ^ iftm ^ 1^ wi 

i>ThRvh iJt •Ri^ ^ ^ ini^nrr 1^ ^ ^ t, ara: ^ ^ ^ ^ ^Rim 

fiiaROT fR arf^RjUT ^ wi ai^q^ it f%ii m ♦, MHrinwnr ifiiWW is> ■'fiw tf»i ^ 

am: aw, 'WiiR (^^pl^| 3 l^^l^I^ 3 ^fMl^Rlna^N) l^wi, i963i^t^4^^i^tim 

1 ^ 3T#! aiQ^ii Twi ai3^ ^ ^ 7 ^ "aftipiftra nM lit ^fiw tfw "^f Hi^ilfMnK iRiPiNiT lit «HiPi ift ?n(tm ^ 


airo^ 


171 

in.air. li ftiw? 

iwmim 


liF 

7FW 

■jramR ift twiPd 
^irfhsi 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

1. 

3522 ftiw 22-12-2009 
55^1^07-01-2010 
680 ftlim 28-02-2011 

TRT 

HbwR! 

44'ii’A ml 

ifJsr 

im 

03-01-2011 

z 

2551 15-09-2009 

3521 22-12-2009 

2301^1117 05-01-2011 

'e<a*H *ech 

mmi mq4»i 

1^ 


wm 

Wl 

04-01-2011 


[mr. B. aw-3ioi5/3/20i2-3it3nr-ii3 
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New Delhi, the 17th May, 2012 


S.O. 1778.—Whereas by notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum &. Natural Gas, 
i 1.0. Nos. and dates as mentioned in the Schedule below issued under Sub-section (i) of Section 6, Petroleum and Minerals 
I 'ipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government acquired the Right of User 
in the said lands specified in the Schedule appended to those notifications. 


And Whereas, in exercise of powers conferred by Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government vested the right of user in the lands free from all encumbrances in the Hindustan Petroleum Corporation 
Limited. 


And Whereas, the Competent Authority has made a report to the Central Government that the pipeline for the 
I urpose of transportation of petroleum products from Raman Mandi in the State of Punjab to Bahadurgarh In the State of 
Haryana has been laid in the said lands and hence the ROU activities may be terminated in Tehsils Talwandi Saboo & 
i ardulgarh in the State of Punjab in respect of the said lands which in brief are specified in the Schedule annexed to this 
Notification. 

Now, therefore as required under explanation 1 of Rule 4 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
I light of User in Land) Rules, 1963, the Central Government hereby declare the dates mentioned in Column 7 of the said 
schedule a.^ the dates of termination of activities in ROU in the State of Punjab. 

SCHEDULE 


SI 

N'o. 

S O. No. & Date 

Name of Village 

1'ehsil 

District 

State 

Date for Termination 
of activities in ROU 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

i. 

3522 Date 22-12-2009 
55EDate07-01-2010 

680 Date 28-02-2011 

Raman 

Phuilo Kbari 
Malkana 

Tangrali 

Teona Pujarin 
Mirziaria 

Nathea 

Talwandi 

Saboo 

Bhatinda 

Punjab 

03-01-2011 

2 . 

25.5! Date i 5-09-2009 
3521 Dale 22-12-2009 

230 Date 5-01-2011 

Kusla 

Jatana Kalan 
Fatta-Maiuka 
Jhanduke 

Heerke 

Alike 

Baran 

Sardulgarh 

Mansa 

Punjab 

04-01-2011 


[F.No. R-3i()15/3/20l2-OK-lll 


LALCHHANDAMA, Under Secy. 

17 2012 

^.3n. 1779.—afrr ^ ^ ^ i962 

3|•*fi fhMl I 

f irrfnqf ^ ^ srfrToFR ■4' 1 


'H frfic ^ i M el Pel "-IH 3Tfr tsiP'i JtT ^ %it ■edr wni fr' P^.-^wh 

PrlpM<i.S ^ ^ *30 t , 37?T: ^Tf ^ ^ tT, 

f ^ tor W t, 7jfrff%frr!T|i ^ ^frqprn -q' ^ 1 


I 



[«iFTII—^P53(u)] 


tiror^TTim 1^26,2012/5^5,1934 


3T?r:, aRw, mi 5M«I54 (’jf^ ^^ ^ 3r<^) l%3 4^ 

VMVil4»<»l 1 ^ 3?MH ^ 7 ^ 4jfe*tlRsi5l fllOisY ^ «R4l«ll TF?^ •f|<inV^H ^ 

^ tn(N ^ ^ ^11 


shH ^il.3n. "^f. T^ (\*1W 


um 5^n ^ 


TWt^l 


U41??R ^ ^mPd 



New Delhi, Oie 1 7th May, 2012 

S.O. 1779._Whereas by notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum &. Natural Gas, 

S.O. Nos. and dates as mentioned in the Schedule below issued under sub-section (i) of Section 6, Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962(50 of 1962), the Central Government acquired the Right of User 
in the said lands specified in the Schedule appended to those notifications. 

And Whereas, in exercise of powers conferred by sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government vested the right of user in the lands free fiDm all encumbrances in the Hindustan Petroleum Corporation 
Limited. , 

And Whereas, the Competent Authority has mdde a report to the Central Government that the pipeline for the 
purpose of transportation of pfetroleum products from Ra^an Mandi in the state of Punjab to Bahadurgarh in the state ot 
Haryana has been laid in the said lands and hence the ROp activities may be terminated in Tehsils Rohtak & Fatehabad in 
the State of Haryana in respect of the said lands which inlbrief are specified in the Schedule annexed to this Notification. 

Now, therefore as required under explanation 1 of Rule 4 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Rules 1963, the Central Govemnlent hereby declare the dates mentioned in Column 7 of the said 
schedule as the dates of termination of activities in ROU in the State of Haryana. 


q 
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SCHEDULE 

SI 

N 

S.O.No.&Date Name of Village Tehsil District State Date for Temination 

of operation 

1 

2 3 4 5 6 7 

I 

1 

Z 

i 

1 

1 

2548 Date 144)94)9 Ghraothi Rohtak Rohtak Haryana 25-19-2010 

256 Datel 84)1-10 Ghuskani 

229Date054)l-ll Titouli 

1 Jindran 

1 Khidwali 

Brahmanwas 

1 Basantpur 

Makrauli Kalan 

Ladhaut 

Kiloi Khas 

Bhalaut 

3095 Date 13-11-09 Nagpur Fatehabad Fatehabad Haryana 234)6-2010 

290(E) Date 04-02-10 Phool 

1532 Date 304)5-11 AlipurBarota 

Bhuthan Kalan 

Bhuthan Khurd 

Khenvala 

Nadhaurt 

Bhuna 

Baijalpur 

Nahla 

(1 

3?1 

3T 

Hf 

1 ■ 

[F.No.R-310l5/3y20I24)R-Il] 
LALCHHANDAMA, Under Secy. 

17^, 2012 

W.3R. 1780.—oPi'JI ( iijftT ‘4’ adfVHJK HJT STsiH) s^fVtHTR^ 1962 

%2 HTT 50) HTt (1) 

•4’ W ^Pcnroiu ^ wm Hn. 

*0 1 

afir <j«ro arf^^jwT nft hri 6 ( i ) "gRT Hgtf vifew^iT hh trW hr^ 

frRR) ^«Kl HHHPt 3TB^H)R ‘4* iHf^ fHRTl 1 

sfk 3nfV4>iO A "^RnR Hi) ^ t ^ HftHFH ^ gR^l'OI TFH fg>^fctH 

HtRR HH’lftTB RiPh^s H>t a6<0<n ftR^, HTHTBT, HR^g, gRTl, H ">)’ RttSlj ‘HT 

Fit t, 3Tf!: HR ^jfR ^ f^RHiT Rf^B '5R ^ RHTB fHRT HHI f, RRffHHiR 

Hi) eR^lwiI TFiH R’ RRIB 

3B:, 3R, RT^^ R HMH)o ^ STfHHiR HiT HbN) Rrr, 1963 ^ RrR 4 ^ 

^ HTH)h HT^yi^RR <J«W ^ RTR 7 R’ Hf^BfeRT cllOd) Hi) TFHf R RRffHHiR 9fdRtlHH)' H?) RRlfRT H») diOtel 

R' H)fHcT HR<f) t 1 


__ 

HR HR Pij^rn TFR TTHT^ Hit ^Hlfkl 

^1 __ 

2 3 4 5 6 7 

30% 13-11-09 <ril6K^sl gR^|»|| 25-05-2011 

2052 04-08-11 

3Tra^ fiRR 
3ira^ Hiwf 
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2646 22-09-09 


2489 09-09-09 

168f^^ll-01-10 


2549 14-09-09 

2550 15-09-09 

257 18-01-ro 

1530 27-05-11 

2937 1^=11^21-10-09 
291 (3^) 1^^04-02-10 
1533 1^=11^30-05-11 


3093l?l=Tf^ 12-11-09 

396 15-02:10 

1531 27-05-11 


2870 f^=lW 15-10-09 
231(i) 1^=fT^ 05-01-11 


2869 15-10-09 


MI4HHI 

WITH 7SRT 

■Nl 

ciraR 

HKrlcll 

nlfdl 

^ «II45HI63< 

^ V -- ^ 

hIc5 

tite IHKH 
TraH vii6!ii 
IK’llfs 

¥116 

<ZIS 

■aTHT 

tra 

anpRi 

■^rfcRT 




26-09-2011 


ePi^Ri 


21-09-2011 


=nT=ff^ 


6R<iiuii 


^Ir^inm 


23-10-2010 

21 - 11-2010 


23-11-2010 


TOIHI 




25-02-2011 




eR^iuii 


22 - 02-2011 


fm[ ^ftqrni 


27-09-2010 


[T1.U 3ffR-3l015/3/2012-3(1t3m-in 
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S.O. 1780.—Whereas by notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum & Natural Gas, 
S.O. Nos. and dates as mentioned in the Schedule below issued under sub-section (i) of Section 6, Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipeli les (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government acquired the Right of User 
in the said lands specified in the Schedule appended to those notifications. 

And Whereas, in exercise of powers conferred by sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government vested the right of user in the lands free from all encumbrances in the Hindustan Petroleum Corporation 
Limited. 

And Whereas, the Competent Authority has made a report to the Central Government that the pipeline for the 
purpose of transportation of petroleum products from Raman Mandi in the state of Punjab to Bahadurgarh in the state of 
Harya na has been laid in the said lands and hence the ROU activities may be terminated in Tehsils Sirsa, Ratia, Barwala, 
Nama und, Hansi, Julana, Maham, Sampla & Bahadurgarh in the State of Haryana in respect of the said lands which in brief 
are specified in the Schedule annexed to this Notification. 

Now, therefore as required under explanation 1 of Rule 4 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Rules 1963, the Central Government hereby declare the dates mentioned in Column 7 of the said 
sched lie as the dates of termination of activities in ROU in the State of Haryana. 

SCHEDULE 

State Dale for Termination 
of operation 


SI. S.O. No. & Date Name of Village Tehsil District 

No. 



3096 Date 13-11^ 

2052 Date 04-08-11 

Loharheri 

Dhakaura 

Asauda Sewan 
Asaudha Todran 

Bahadurgarh 

JhaJjar 

Haryana 

25-05-2011 

2646 Date 22-09-09 

Pakasma 

Kisarhanti 

More Kheri 
Samchana 

Bhansru Khurd 
Bhansru Kalan 

Nay abas 

Sampla 

Rohtak 

Haryana 

26-09-2011 

2489 Date 09-09-09 

168 Date 11-01-10 

Farmana Khas 
Farmana Badshapur 
Gugaheri 

Kharak Jatan 

Bainsi 

Lakhan Majra 
Khareanti 

Chandi 

Maham 

Rohtak 

Haryana 

21-09-2011 

2549 Date 14-09-09 

Malvi 

Julana 

Jind 

Haryana 

23-10-2010 

2550 Date 15-09-09 

257 Date 18-01-10 

1530 Date 27-05-11 

Bhaklana 

Mohla 

Badchhapar 

Bas Badshapur 

. Hansi 

Hisar 

Haryana 

21-11-2010 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

2937Date2t-l(M)9 

291 (E) Date 04-02-10 
1533 Date 304)5-11 

LohariRagho 

Modi Kamial Sahib 
Ganaa 

Moth Rangran 

Rakhi Shahpur 
Namaund 

Orang Shalq)ur 
Petwar 

Namaund 

Hisar 

Haryana 

23 11-2010 

3093 Date 12-11-09 

396 (E)DBte 15-02-10 
1531 Date27-05-11 

Pabra 

Iserhm 

Bhaini Badshahpur 
Barwala 

Badhawar 

Dhad 

BiyanaKhera 

Barwala 

Hisar 

\ 

Haryana 

25-02-2011 

2870 Date 15-1009 

231 Date 05-01-11 

Saharan 

Madh. 

Hatoli 

Ahearwa 

Shekhupur Sotar 
Palsar 

Rtatia 

Fatehabad 

Haryana 

22-Q2-20M 

2869 Date 15-1009- 

Suritiya 

Sin^pura 

Sirsa 

Sirsa 

Haryana 

27-09-20 tO 


[F. No. R-31015/3/2012-OR-»] 
LAL CHHANDAMA, Under Secy, 

21 2012 

maff. ^ wi^ atteR arf^^ 1962 (1962 ^ 50 ) ^ w 

2 ^ ^ (^) ^ yifltR* ^ nVld^ “4* itlRcT «^«r>K ^ pekiieh 19-11 -2010 ^ ^ 

3Tf»jgFrqui ^ ^ ^ l<cl<V^KI ;«it 2009) (Tsnnre), 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ P^^wr <+.im1^vh ^ 

4rMK RITRWI ^ #1 ^ «l<llj<0«-el<n04)elf FR^IT^ yif^rO ^ 

^ ^ ^ Ulfl|«i>d % \ 

[mu 3TR-31015/6/2004-3^37R II1 
^5^, 3?^ 

New Delhi, the 21st May, 2012 

S.O. 1781._In pursuance of clause (a) of Section 2 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 

Right of user in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) and in supersession of Notification of the Government of India in Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas No. S.O. 2877 dated 19-11-2010, the Central Government hereby authorizes Shri Krishna Mohan 
Uppu, IAS (AGMU-2009), SDM (Najafgarh) Government ofNCT of Delhi, to perform the functions of Competent Authontx 
for Bahadurgarh - Tikrikalan spurlines as a part of MDPL product pipeline of Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited, m 

addition to his own duties, under the said Act, within the territory of NCT Delhi. 

[F. No. R-31015/6/2004-OR-I11 
LAL CHH AN DAM A, Under Sccy 


1706 GI/2012—11 
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my ^ 4. it is alleged by the claimant that he was employed 

by the opposite paity dir^tly as chowkidar at die rate of 
^ 25 3lfbl, 2012 Rs.700per mondi with effect fiom3-9>92,Aftn'lS> 10^92 he 


WtM. 17«.--j|WiPl4* RhW4 1947 (1947 

^ 4) ^ ^ 17 ^ ^ W4»K ^ 

m \Iftwr ^ WRTI ^ TtTO 

fpj ^ ^ ^ ilNr 3f5W 

88/1997) ^ t, -git wm 

25-4-2012 «n J 

I [U T??T-42012/19/1996-3n^aTR (^.^)] 

IliF, atf^t^nrl 

I MINiSTRYOFLABOURAND EMPLOYMENT 
New Delhi, the 25th April, 2012 

&0. 17S2. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Imfastrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 88/ 
19$ 7) of die Central Govwnment Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Lal ote Court, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Inc ustrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Chief Engineer, All India Radio 
(D< lordarshan) and others and dieir workman, which was 
rec rived by the Central Government cm 25>4*2012. 

[No. L-420I2/19/1996-IR(DU)) 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

lEFORE SRI RAM PARKASH, HJS, PRESIDING 
G mCER,CElfniALGOVf»NMENTI^ 
TRlBIJNAlXllM-lJiBOURCX>URT,KANPUR 

Industrial Dbpute No. 88 of 1997 

Sri Gulab Singh son of Sri Hari Singh 
C/c Sri Sunhari Lai, D-29, 

In^rapuri, 

NevAgra. 

AbI 


Chi 

Atllli 


jefEi^meer, 
ndia Radio, 
rdarshan) & Others 
shabad A^. 


Dooi 


himi 


in 


with 


W( 


AWARD 


1. Central Government, Mol, New Delhi, vide 
nodfication no. L42012/19/96>IR(DU) dated 23<5’97, has 
refsrred the following dispute to this tribunal for 
adj iidication;— 

2. Whether die action of Doordarshan Kendra Agra 
tjerminating the slices of Sri Gulab Singh Chowkidar 

effect from l-3>95 is legal? If not to what relief the 
oHcmanisoititled? 

3. Brief facts of the case are— 


was also assigned night duty from 6.00 p.m. to 6.00 a.m. for 
12 hours. He rendered his duties honestly diligently and 
widi frill devotimi. Due to diis his wi^es were enhanced to 
Rs. 800 per mondi widi effect fi^ l<4-93. It is further 
alleged by the claimant that since the date of employment 
he was not given any appointment letter, wage slip, 
attendance card etc., payment of wages was made on 
register with effect fixxn 3-9-92 to 31'5-94 and diereafter on 
plain paper till the date of termination for the obvious 
reasons. He was neither givoi equal pay for equal woric 
nor given payment of overtime wages, when workman 
drunanded die same, suddenly on 1-3-95 Sri Bhikki Lai 
Assistant Engineer Security verbally sto|^d the workman 
crniceiTied from his duties. On query he was informed that 
employer no. 2 has terminated his services. As such abrupt 
on\ -termination amounts to retrenchment, but employer 
have not complied with Section 25 F, 25 G and 25 H of the 
Act and rules 76 and 77 of I.D. (Central) Rules 1957. This 
termination was done without any prior notice or 
termination, it was done widi malice to deny right full claim 
ofthe worionan. It is by way of victimization and in colorable 
exaxtse of emplo}^ power i^ich amounts to unfair labour 
practice under Schedule V of Industrial Disputes Act. He 
also served a legal notice on the employer but no reply was 
given. As the opposite party has not provided aiiy 
documentary prove pertaining to the employment therefore, 
he is keeping his right to suitably amend or add his 
statement of claim; therefore, he has prayed that he is 
entitled to be reinstated with continuity of service and 
with frill back wages. 

5. Opposite party has filed reply. It is stated by them 
that the claimant was engaged on oral contract basis for 
die security ofthe material of doordarshan kept at the side 
Ram Bagh Premises on Agra Tundla Road. The contract 
period was monthly and was renewed receipt of payment 
of contract money was also given by him. Photocopies of 
the same have botn filed by him as Annexure 1. Payment 
was made on hand receipt and not on register. But it is 
stated that he was not employed as in employee against 
any regular post. He was not given any appointment letter. 
It is also stated that the site for the security for which the 
claimant was engaged has been transferred to Civil 
Construction A^ to construct the residential quarters. 
Therefore, the services of the petitioner are no longer 
required and the contract of engagement came to an end. 

6.. When he was not an employee, no question of 
termination is involved. It is not a retrenchment therefore 
on notice is required to be served. He was informed at the 
eCTly stage that when his services were not required by Sri 
Bhikki Lai, therefore, his services were no longer required. 
It is also alleged that Doordarshan is not an Industry as 
defined under the definition ofthe term Industiy. It is frirthcr 
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alleged that a SLP is pending before the Hon'ble Supreme 
Coiut of India on the point as to whether Doordarshui is 
an Industry or not and till die issue is decided this court 
has no jurisdiction to decide die matter andthe reference is 
liable to be rejected on this ground also. 

7. Rejoinder statement has also been filed but 
nothing new has been incorporated therein except 
reiterating the facts already plewled by the claimant in his 
statement of claim. 

8. Mani^ement apart from oral evidence has also 
filed documentary evidence which will be discussed at die 
time of apineciation of the facts and evidence of die case. 
Management has also produced evidence of Sri Keemat 
Kumar Asstti Engineer, Doordarshan, as M.W. 1, udimas, 
workman himself has produced in evidence as W.W. 1. 

9.1 have peruse the statement of both the parties 
and the documentary evidence which is in the sh^ of 
photocopies filed by the of^iosite parties. It has been staled 
by the claimant on oath that he was engaged by the 
opposite party as chowkidar on 3-9*92 and he was being 
paid Rs.700 per month in the beginning and later on 
enhanced to Rs. 800 per mondi. This fact has not bem 
denied by the <^posite party either in the reply w in die 
oral evidence. 

10. It has been stated by the opposite party that he 
was engaged on die basis of oral contract as a choudcidar 
and when his services were not required die oral contract 
came to an end ruitomatically. 

11.1 have examined this fact. Now the burden has 
shifted'to the opposite.party to prove this fact. Opposite 
party is a public sector undertoking and be known as 
Doordarshan. It is expected fhmi them dial they will follow 
certain iwescribed procedure to mgage any person or to 
employ any person. They have not given any documentary 
evidence that the claimant was engaged or employed on 
the basis of a oral contract. Hiere is no*^h procedure 
where a person can be employed on die basis of an oral 
contract that too for years together. The payment receipts 
filed by the opposite party along with the ivritten statement, 
if I enter in the depth of these receipts and lift the veil I find 
that it is a colorable exercise of managerial power on die 
part of the employer. Therefore, this cannot be termed as 
oral contract and it amotmts to an unfiiir labour practice. 

12, Opposite party has filed photocopies of 
attendance register and the smne have been perused by 
me. 1 find that It is of no use for the employer as the claimant 
has himself stated in his claim statement that his attendance 
was never msuked in the attendance register and that he 
had never been provided with any sqipointment letter, 
therefore the statement of the W.W.l acceptable on the 
point md that he was engaged by the opposite party on 
3-9-92 as chowkidar at the rate of Rs.700 per month which 
was subsequently enhanced at the rate of Rs.800 permonth. 


13. It b abo iMed by the cbimant dwt when he 
demanded for the overtime wage, hb servicei were 
dispensed with by «i oral Older paued by Sri BhOdti Lai 
widi effect from l«3-95 without complying with the 
mandatory provbioiu of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 
The statomeni worionan b believabte ^ ai»epttble on 
thb point abo. 

14. There b a cementkm (d* the opposite party that 
the site for which the workman w#s engaged was 
transferred to Civil Constnictioa Wing ^ra to constnM 
the residential quarters, so hb services were not required. 
Thb contentkm does not cany any. weight It has been 
contended by the AR Ivthe riaimardlhat CivilOmstittct^ 
Wing Agra b riso the branch of opposite party, therefore, 
opposite party camurt take fob plea foiu foere was no 
work left for the claimant For a moment if there was no 
work left even then the employer was expected to issue 
him a notice must have paid the retrenchment compensation 
before terminating hb,services because foe cbimant was 
already in foe wigagemoil/cfiqiloyniait of employer and 
he has completed 240 days in the calendar year before hb 
termination with effect from 1-3-95, which foct has abo not 
been disputed by foe opposite party. They have abo not 
dieted the cmUinuity of foe services of foe chumant; 
thoefore, to my view foe claimmit has accrued a rq^ht of 
protection under sectkm 2SF of Industrial M^nites Act, 
1947. In the reply it b abo admitted by the opposite party 
that they have never issued any notice or notice pay or 
retrenchment crmipmsation beftire the termination of the 
services of the cbimant Therefrire, in' aity view pf the 
matter it b held that foe opposite party has breaehed the 
mandatory (Hovisions of ^ InduatrbI Disputes Act 

15. The claimant has placed reliance upon a 
decbion— 

1. 2011 VblllSCC L7S ^ between KukbepSii^ 
versus GenenU Manager. 

2 2007\W.lSCCLdS96lbctwccoSriiwnIn*i^ 
Ent^inises versus Mriudc $ingh Otiiers. 

16.1 have considered die bw propounded Ity the 
Hon'ble Apex Court and 1 resper^ly j^ree with thesame. 

17. In both the case the Hon'bb Apex has held that 
where the workman has connpleted240d^ of continuous 
service preceding 12 calendar months from tire date of hb 
termination he is entitled to be reinstated m the service. 

18. Therefore, considering the overall view as 
explained hereinabove it b hehl tiurt the opposite party 
has breached the provisicms of section 25F ^ Industrial 
Dis|Hites Act, consequmtly foe workman is efifoled to be 
reinstated in service of foe employer opposite party with 
50% back w^es md continuity of service. It b ftntlter 
directed that the opposite party sMl reinstetefoe worionan 
in their service wifoin one inonth from foe date 
publication of fob awwd. 
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I 19. Before parting with the award it may be pointed 
(|)ut here that there is one more contention pleaded by the 

t pposite party that they are not industry within the meaning 
f the Act. It is contended by them that there were number 
if judgments of the Hon’ble High Court and the CAT which 
^ve held that Doordarshan is an Industry, against this 
decision the Union of India have gone into the SEP before 
ihe Hon’ble Apex Court. It is contended by them that the 
matter is rending before the Hon’ble apex court so this 
matter be also dismissed on this ground. I have considered 
^his aspect of the matter fully. First I would like to say that 

t here is no direct stay of the proceedings of the present 
:ase by any higher court, secondly there cannot be any 
lismissal of the case simply on the ground that some matter 
|s pending before a higher court to be decided. A simple 

E iper has been filed by the opposite party which is not 
ipported by any affidavit or in the statement of MW. 1, 
erefore, on the above point no cognizance can be taken, 
is also not a certified copy of any order of the higher 

I ourt. Therefore no cognizance can be taken of this 
locument and it is held that the opposite party is an 
ndustry as defined under the definition of industry under 
ection 2(j) of the Act. 

I 20. In the end it is finally concluded that the workman 
|hould be reinstated in service with 50% back wages with 
Continuity of service. 

; 21. The reference is therefore answered accordingly 

|n favour of the workman and against the opposite party. 

I RAM PARKASH, Presiding Officer 

j 25 3T^, 2012 

j ^.3TT. 1783,—1947 (1947 
p 14) ^ 17 ^ 

fe ^ ^ TTO ^ 

jrar? TOn m^.aTf^.^/q:?r^/3TR/64/96) m 

k# t,, ^ ^ 25-4-2012 ^ TflR I^IT 


[K 'Q7?T-14()] 


/R/1994''>TrfiTI< 


I New Delhi, the 25lh April, 2012 

j S.O. 1783.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
ndustrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
jovemment hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. CGIT/ 
_C.' R/64/96) of the Central GoverrunenI iridustriaiTribunal- 
:um-Labour Court, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure, 
n tlte industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
;o the management of The General Manager, Grey Iron 
'actory/Jabalpur and their workman, wluch was received 
yy the CcjUrai Government on 25-4-2012. 

[No. L-1401 l/8/1994-IR(DU)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAJLCUM-LABOURCOURT, 
JABALPUR 
No.CGIT/LC/R/64/96 

Presiding Officer: SHRI MOHD. SHAKIR HASAN 
General Secretary, 

GIF Employees Union, 

Grey iron Factory, 

Jabalpur ...Workman 

Versus 

General Manager, 

Grey Iron Factory, 

Jabalpur ... Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this 21 st day of March, 2012 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide 
its Notification No. L-14011 /8/94-IR (DU) dated 26-2-96 has 
referred the following dispute for adjudication by this 
tribunal:— 

•CR ^TRkcT f,-37^ 1^. 16-10-81 ^ (R=R^) 

260-440R ^ I 

eft ^ t i” 

(1) eft T^. TTR.-ll 1160/1372 

(2) ?ft aiR.^. 1^. ftH, 1148/1390 

(3) # T^. ] 155/1405 

(4) ?ft Rlfim, V^. Ttr. fe. 1157/1408 

(5) ?ft Rt. TTR. feT. 1125/1409 

(6) ?ft T3[R.Tr^. TRPJd, tZ.R. 1139/1410 

(7) «ft T^. ftR. 1140/1411 

(8) ?ft T^R. 1^. feR. 1110/1359 

2. The case of the workmen/Union, in short, is that 
the workmen were appointed as Labourers in 1978. They 
appeared and passed the trade test for the Fumaceman 
(General) and were appointed/promoted as Fumaceman 
(General) in the pay scale of Rs. 210-260 w.e.f. 1-5-1980. It 
is stated that in the mean time there was reclassification of 
Industrial Trades in Ordnance Factories on the 
recommendation of Expert Classification Committee Report 
(in short EEC report). Most of the semi-skilled post of pay 
scale of Rs.210-260 had been reclassified to skilled grades 
in the pay scale of Rs. 260 to Rs. 400 w.e.f. 16-10-1981. 
Fumaceman trade was also upgraded in other Ordnance 
Factories e.g. Ordnance Factory, Avadi Tamil Nadu (in 
short OFA, Tamil Nadu) but the Grey Iron Foundiy Jabalpur 
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(in short GIF, Jabalpur) did not upgrade the fumace-raan 
trade from semi-skilled to skilled grade as it was done in 
other Ordnance Factories. However the management had 
upgraded similar SubTrade like Furnace-man charger from 
semis-killed to skilled grade. It is stated that an Anamolies 
Committee was set up to resolve the dispute of iq)grad{nion 
and principle was laid down which was accepted by the 
management. On the principle of the Committee, the 
Furnace-man (General) was upgraded in OFA, Tamilnadu 
from semi-skilled to billed grade w.e.f 16-10-1981 but the 
same is denied to Furnace man (General) at GIF, Jabalpur. 

It is stated that instead of upgradation the workmen were 
re-designated as Annealer (semiskilled) in the same pay 
scale vide order dated 20-5-85, It is stated that the workmen 
were again re-designated as Totol Hardner in the new 
trade known as Heat Treatment Operative on the basis of 
Guha Committee Report in 1989. The management then 
upgraded the workmen as skilled grade only from 
12-2-1990 instead the upgradation from the date by which’ 
the Fumace-man OFA Tamilnadu was upgraded. It is 
stated that Guha Committee had been done to minimize/ 
rectify the anomalies and irregularities caused to wrong 
implementation of EEC Report. It is stated that Guha 
Committee Report should be implemented w.e.f. 

16-10-1981 to avoid any discrimination. On the basis of die 
above grounds, the reference be answered in favour of the 
Union/workmen with all consequential benefits. 

3. The management appeared and filed Written 
Statement to contest the reference. The case of the 
management, interalia, is that admittedly these workmen 
were appointed as labourers in the year 1978 in GIF, Jabalpur. 
Thereafter they were promoted to Fumace-man(General) 
(Semi-skilled) in the scale of Rs. 210-Rs.290 after qualifyii^ 
trade test w.e.f. 2-5-1980.The matter of revision/fixation pf 
pay scale, if any, strictly lies on the pay Commission and 
other such bodies after acceptance of the recommendation 
of the Government. The demand for revision of Pay scales 
of any trade caimot be entertained by the General Manager 
of the Factory as he has no authority to grant any pay 
scale to any group of employees. It is stated that this issue 
was raised before various CATs and even before the Hon'ble 
Supreme Court. The Hon’ble Apex Court has settled that 
the job evaluation done by EEC based on the point rating 
system cannot be held to be arbitrary. It is stated that the 
EEC has evaluated the job contents of the various trades 
i.e. Fumace-man (Poorer), Fumace-man (General OFA) and 
Fumace-man(General) on the basis of point rating system. 
The Guha Committee was formed to provide avenues of 
promotion to the incumbents of dead trade by merging 
them with nearly akin trades after trade test. In the above 
circumstances, the claim of the Union/woikmen for treating 
them as skilled grade in the scale of Rs.260-400 on their 
Fumace-man (General) trade is not tenable and is njot 
justified. The Union/woikmen is not entitled to any relief. 


4. On the basis of the pleadings of the parties, the 
following issues are framed for adjudication— 

I. Whether the action of the management in not 
upgrading the workmen from semi-skilled to 
skilled category in the pay scale of Rs. 260 to 
Rs400w.e.f 16-10-81 isjustified? 

II. To what relief the workmen is entitled? 

Issue No. 1 

Now the important question raised by the Union/ 
workmen is as to whether the demand of the workmen to 
upgrade them from semi -skilled to skilled grade in the pay 
scale of Rs.260 to Rs 400 w.e.f. 16-10-81 isjustified and 
proper. The grounds taken by the Union is that Furnace- 
man trade was also upgraded in odter ordnance ftictories. 

It is stated that the Fumace-man, OFA, Tamilnadu was 
upgraded from semi-skilled to skilled grade in the scale of 
Rs.260 to Rs 400 w.e.f. 16-10-1981 but the same is denied 
to Fumace-man General, GIF, Jabalpur and these workmen 
were in semi-^illed category in the scale of Rs.210 - Rs.260. 

6. In support of the facts, the Union/workmen has 
adduced oral and documentary evidence. The Union has 
examined three workmen in the case. Shri H.S.Dubey has 
stated that he appointed as a Labour on 13-2-1978 and was 
promoted as Fumace-man General after passing Trade 
Test on 1 -1 -1981. He has further stated that the management 
had not upgraded them in GIF as per EEC report from 16- 
10-1981 whereas in other factory under the same 
management and under the Ministry of Defence, Fumace- 
man, OFA Tamilnadu were upgraded in the pay scale of 
Rs.260 - Rs.350 from the pay scale of Rs.210-290^ He has 
stated in his cross-examination that the pay fixation is not 
to be done by the factory in which he worked rather it is 
to be done by the Govt, of India. It is argued on behalf of 
the management that Union, Govt, and Ministry of Defence 
are not parties to the reference and admittedly General 
Manager, GIF, Jabalpur has no authority to grant any pay 
scale to any group of employees from any different date. 
It is urged that the reference is bad for non-joinder of 
Union Govt, in the reference. Another witness Shri 
R.C.Khatri is also examined in the case. He has also 
corroborated the evidence of Shri H.S.Dubey. He has also 
stated that their pay fixation/revision is governed by Central 
Govt. He has stated that on the basis of Central Pay 
Commission, the General Manager has power to revise/fix 
the pay of the workers. The last witness Shri Babu Singh 
is also a workman. His evidence is similar as other witnesses 
have stated in their evidence. Their evidence clearly ^ows 
that they have not stated and enumerated the important 
characteristics of the job of Fumace-man General and 
fiimaceman OFA, Tamil Nadu and the work traits as well 
as the conditions under which the job was being performed 
by both the classes of workmen simply nomenclature is 
same. Thus the evidence of the witnesses of the Union do 
not establish that die Fumace-man General of GIF, Jabalpur 
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and Fumace’inan OFA, Tamil Nadu were doing the work of 
same job description widi same duties and responsibilities. 

7. The Union has filed documents in the case. Exhibit 
W/ is the photocopy of the result sheet of the Trade Test 
of he Furnace-man (General) dated 4-1-1980. This is 
adn lifted by the management. This is filed to show that the 
woikmen Shri R.C.Khatri, Md.Gaus, S.P.Napit, S.L.Rajput, 
L.P Sonkar and R.P. Yadav bad passed the Trade Test of 
Fur lace-man (General)., Exhibit W/2 is the photocopy of 
the incon^ilete ordnance ftctories and ordnance equipment 
faciories Recruitment Rules, 1979. This document is also 
adn lifted by the man^ement. This is filed to show that the 
pay scale of Fumace-tnan(General) was Rs.2l 0-290. It also 
shows that the following requisites were required for 
proi notion/deputation/transfer as Furnace-man (General)— 

(a) Primary Pass 

(b) (0 should have strong physique and be 
capable of working in hot sections 

00 Ability of handle heavy pieces such as 
billets during charging and discharging 
furnace. 

(iii) Ability to operate the furnace and control 
temperature and ability to light furnace 
from cold. 

(iv) A minimum period of 2 years experience in 
the trade is necessary. (Trade Test: 
Practical demonstration at work.) 

It is clear that there is nothing on the record to show 
that what was the requisites for Furnace-man OFA, Tamil 
Nac u. 
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8. Exhibit W/3 is photocopy of specification of Trade 
ing. It is also incomplete document. Though it is 
itted by the management. This is filed to show that 
Specification of Trade Test of Furnace-man (General) 
same as has been given Ordnance Factories and 
trance Equipment Factories Recruitment Rules 1979. 
is nothing to show that the specifications of Trade 
are same to the Furnace man OFA, Tamil Nadu. Exhibit 
(Paper No. 14/14) is photocopy of incomplete letter of 
jnanagement dated 14- 8-1986 whereby the workmen 
H.S.Dubey, R.C.Khatri and Babu Singh were promoted 
tool Hardner skilled grade in the pay scale of Rs.260- 
jlOO with re-designated. Paper No. 14/16 is another office 
r No. 231 whereby the workman Shri R.N.Yadav was 

J ioted to the post of Tool Hardner (skilled). This is also 
mplete document and is admissible in law. 

9. Exhibit W/5 is the photocopy of the corrigendum 
sanction letter dated 11-5-1983 of the Ministry of 
nee concerning the fitment of pay scales of the 
strial workers of Ordnance/Ordnance Eqpt. Factories 
eby the pay scale of Furnace-man OFA, Tamil Nadu 
revised from Rs.210—290 to Rs.260-400. This is also 
itted by the management. This is filed to show that 
ace-man (OFA) were also in the same scale with similar 
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type designation but their pay scale was revised w.e.f. 
16-10-1981 in skilled grade wliereas Furnace-man, JIF, 
Jabalpur was revised from semi-skilled to skilled grade. As 
discussed above, it is clear diat there is no document on 
the record to show that these workmen were doing the 
work of same job description with same duties and 
responsibilities as has been done by Furnace-man, OFA, 
Tamil Nadu. The learned counsel for the management 
argued that the ECC has adopted the Point Rating System 
for job evaluation and the job contents of Furnace-man 
OFA and Fumace-man (General) were evaluated. On the 
basis of job evaluation Fumace-man (OFA) was given the 
scale of Rs.260—400 and the Fumace-man (General) was 
given the scale of Rs.210—^290. The Union/workmen has 
failed to show that the job contents are same of these two 
trades as it were evaluated on the point rating system. 

10. On the other hand, the management has also 
adduced oral and documentary evidence in the case. Ihe 
management witness Shri B. RMishra is working as AGM 
(Administration). He has stated'that the General Manager 
of the Factory has no authority to grant any pay scale to 
a group of employees from any different date than the 
dates already fixed by the Govt, of India. The learned 
counsel for the management argued that Ministry of 
Defence though Union Govt, is not party to the reference 
as such the reference is bad on non-joinder of necessary 
party. I also find from the discussion made above that the 
Govt, of India is admittedly the competent authority to 
grant any pay scale to a group of employees from any date. 
This witness has stated that for rationalisation of trades, 
and grades in Ordnance Factory, Guha Committee was 
formed. The basic purpose of Guha Committee was to 
reduce the number of trades In Ordnance Factories 
Organisation and to provide avenues to employees in 
dead end trades by merging them with akin main trades 
after following the procedure laid down in SRO. On the 
other hand, the ECC was for the purpose to sort out 
anomalies arising out of the recommendations of Third 
Pay Commission. I also agree that Guha Committee is for 
rationalization of trades and for providing avenues for 
promotion in dead end trades. 

11. The management has filed the ECC report trades 
alongwith Guha Committee Instruction which is marked as 
Exhibit M/l. The said document is admitted by the Union/ 
workmen. This is filed to show that Point rating method 
was for job evaluation. There were four main characteristics 
for determination, i.e. skill, effort, responsibility and job 
condition. The report further shows that five grade 
structures were prepared i.e. unskilled, semi-skilled, skilled. 
Highly skilled Gr.ll and Highly skilled Gr.I and the revised 
pay was given effect from 16-10-1981. It also appears that 
initially Fumace-man General and Fumace-man (OF A) were 
placed in the same pay scale of Rs.210—290 but 
subsequently the pay scale of furnaceman (OFA) was 
corrected by corrigendum to Rs.260—400. Thus it is clear 
that the pay scale of these two trades were fixed on point 
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rating system. The Unkm has foiled to show that the point 
rating system is similar in bodi trades. Thus it is evident 
from die discussion made above dut the workmen are not 
justified in donanding the piQ^ scale of skilled w.e.f. 16-10- 
1981. This^ issue is deckM against die woriqnen/Union 
and in fovour of the man^emoit 

12. Issue No. I 

On die basis of the discussion made above, it is clear 
that the workmen ve not entitled to any relief. Acovdingly 
the reference is answered. 

13. In the result, the award is passed without any 
order to costs. 

MOHD. SHAKIR HASAN, Presiding Officer 
^ 26 2012 

^8ir. 1784 .-—PuSN aRpiPPm, 1947 (1947 
4>1 14) WO 17 ^ 

TCa ^ HWSRfo ^ Pl4l44»T 
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wpFR 26-4-2012 ^ W?1 ^ *8 1 

(U i?f!-40012/51/2007-3If^3m (1^3 
ffif,'ilPl4»l(l 

New Delhi, the 26th April, 2012 

S.O. 1784.—In pursuance of Section 17 of die 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes die Award (Ref. No. 06/ 
2008) of the Cenfral Govemmmt hidustrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Kuipur as shown in the Annexure, in tbt 
Industrial Dispute between die en^iloyers in relation to 
the management District Manager, BSNL, Fatehpur and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Govemment on 26-4-2012. 

[No. L40012/5l/2007-IR(DU)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI RAM PARKASH, RESIDING 
OFFK™, OENTRAL GOVERNMEOT 

TTUBUNALrCUM-LABOUR COURT, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 6/2008 

Sri Jageshwar son of Daya Ram, 

Resident of Village Kanspsur Post Kalyanpur 
District Fatehpur. 

.^id 

The District Manager, 

Bharat Sanchar Nigun Limited^ 

District Fatehpur. 


1. Central Govenunent, MoL vide notification no. 
L-40012V51/2007-IR(Dy) dated 13-11-07, has referred the 
following dispute fm* adjudication tolhis tribunal— 

2. Whether the action of the management of General 
Manager, BSNL Fatelq)ur/UP Parimandal E Lucknow, in 
terminating the service of their workman Sri Jageshwar with 
effect from 14-8-2000 is legal and justified? If not, to what 
relief the workman is entitled to? 

3. Brief facts are— 

4. It is alleged by the claimant that he vm engaged 
as a Telegram Messengo' on 18-5-92, by the officer-in¬ 
charge Door Sanchar Bindiki, after seeking permission from 
Pravar Adhikshak Taar Pariyat Mandal Allahabad. The 
nattne of work against iiriiich the claimant was engaged 
was of permanent nature, but he was engaged in the 
beginning for three hours and later on after seeing his 
performance he was asked to woric for 4 hours per day. 
Instead of it he was utilized to perform his duties for 8 
hours per day. He was being paid his wage emee in amonth. 
Later on when the claimant raised his demand for his 
regularization, he was victimized mi a number of counts, be 
was asked to sign the vouchers in the name of c^er 
persmis, he was not paid his full salary, when he raised his 
voice against his legal demands, his service was duipensed 
wfdi on 14-8-2000 orally. 

5. He filed a suit before CAT, but it was dismissed for 
want of appropriate jurisdiction. He filed a writ petition in 
the HonTile High Court, where the Hon'ble High Court had 
held that the claimant has an effective remedy under the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. There after he raised his 
grievance before the apfxopriate govemment which in turn 
ferit the matter for adjudication by way of present reference 
mder. 

6. After his termination of service Sri Babu Singh, 
Shiv Dass and Ramesh Kumar iiriio were junior to him have 
been retained in ^ swvice of foe opposite psrty and foe 
Offsite party is still taking work from them. 

7. It is also alleged by foe claimant that at the time of 
tennination of his services provisions of Section 25 F of 
Industrial Disputes Act has not been complied with as it 
was mandatory to comply the same because he has woriced 
ft)r m(ve than 240 days continuously preceding 12 calendar 
months from the date of his termination. He has also 
pleaded that part time worker is workman and there is no 
distinction between foe definition of workman as to whether 
a person has woiked foil time or part time 

8. On the basis of above pleadings it has been prayed 
that since the management has violated the mandatory 
provisions oflndustrial Dispmes Act,foerefore, he is entitled 
to be reinstated in service with foil pay arid allowance , 
continuity of service and with consequential benefitt 
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9. Opposite party irrespective of the fact that they 
put thc^ appearance in the case bufrthey did not file any 
reply against the claim statement of the worieman. Opposite 
party further failed to adduce evidence in the case. 

] 0. Claimant has adduced oral as well documentary 
evideni :e. In oral evidence he has adduced himself as W. W.l. 
He has stated on oath that he was employed on 18-5-82 by 
BSNL as a messenger and he continued to work as such 
withou any l»eak or artificial l»eaks till 14-8-20(}0.He stated 
that h(! continuously worked during;.tbis period as a 
telegra m messenger. He further stated ont>ath that he was 
utilize< I to work continuously for a period of 8 hoiurs per 
day bu t he was being paid his wr^e only W 4 hours per 
day on monthly basis. 

11. He goes on to state diat at the time of dispensation 
of his «rvice$ neither he was given any notice, or notice 
pay or retrenchment compensation. 

12. After termination of his services the opposite 
parly h is engaged S/Sri Shiv Dass, Ramesh and Babu Singh 
and th4ise persons are still working in the department. He 
further stated that he is unemployed and despite sincere 
efforts he could not get appropriate employment for his 
surviyal. 

3. He stated on oath that the documents filed 
numbe ring 11/3-20 relates to his woiking period. It is also 
stated hat they have moved an ^plication dated 30-7-09, 
for sur unoning the original record from the opposite party. 

4.1 have perused the contents of this application. 
This application was allowed by the tribunal and the 
opposite party was directed to file the summoned 
documents. Later on the opposite party failed to put in 
their aj ipearance, so there was an order of the tribunal that 
a nece >sary and proper inference shall be drawn against 
the ma aagement, as they failed to produce the documents. 

5. Therefore, considering these facts there is a legal 
presumption that the original documents Vere in the 
custody of the opposite party and they knowingly failed 
to pro luce these documents. The photo-copies filed by 
the cl aimant bears the stamp of department of Tele¬ 
communication along with dispatch number and date and 
also b( ar the stamp of Pabhari Taar Ghar Bindiki. 

6. Claimant has also filed 13 documents vide list 
5-5-08. Some of these are in the original shape. Paper no.06/ 
03 is important and relevant document. This is a carbon 
copy issued in the process, issued by Prabhari Adhikari 
Doorsi inchar Kendra Bindiki. Date of this letter is 18-5-92. 
It reh tes to the temporary appointment of telegram 
messe iger which is in the name of Jageshwar son of Daya 
Ram. / I.S such this letter confirms and support the contention 
of the :laimant that he was appointed on 18-5-92. 

17. Paper no.6/4-9 are the documents which bears 
the sta up of the Prabhari Adhikari DTO Fatehpur and there 
are typ ed paper appears to be original in shape, these paper 


relates to the disbursement of payment to the claimant for 
the working period done by him. Paper no. 6/10 -11, and 13 
are the applications moved by the claimant before the 
opposite, party for claiming back wages which were sent 
through registered post. 

18. Therefore, 1 perused the entire documents and 
the oral evidence. Evidence appears to be believable. It 
appears that there is a continuity of service of the 
complainant since the date of his engagement and he had 
worked continuously for or more than 240 days of service 
preceding 12 calendar months from the date of his 
termination. 

19. Claimant has placed reliance upon a decision 
Rajasthan High Court, 1996 (74) FLR Page 2459, Managing 
Director and Another versus Faley Ram. The Hon1>le High 
Court held -part time worker miplpyed by the employer is a 
workman within the meaning of I.D. Act. In this case a part 
time mali employed. 

20. Another ruling has been placed 1997 (75) FLR 
Page 669 Punjab & Haryna High Court, Simla Devi versus 
Presiding Officer and other. The Hon’ble High Court held 
that a plain reading of the definition of workman does not 
exclude the part time workman from the definition of 
workman. Such exclusion cannot be read into it ipsofacto, 
except if it is expressly provided or implied that no other 
interpretation is possible, which is not the case-imhand. 
Therefore, a part time worker was ccHisidered as a workman. 

21. Therefore, considering all the fticts of the case 
the claimant falls in the definition of workman and thus he 
is entitled for the protection of the provisions of the Act 
Since die evidence oral as well as documentary lead by the 
claimant goes uncontroverted the tribunal is left wiA no 
other option but to hold that the termination of the services 
of the claimant by the opposite is retrenchment as they 
failed to comply with the provisions of 25F of the Act in as 
much as he was neither given any notice, notice pay or 
retrenchment compensation and also the management 
retained in service persons junior to him. 

22. Therefore, taking over all view of the matter it is 
held that the removal of the workman with effect from 
14-8-2000 is neither just nor fair nor proper and nor legal. 
Consequently he is held entitled to be reinstated in service 
together with 50% back wages. The opposite party is 
directed to comply with the award after within thirty days 
of the publication of the award. 

23. Reference is answered accordingly in favour of 
the workman and the opposite party. 

RAM PARKASH, Presiding Officer 

M 26 srilcT, 2012 
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New Delhi, the 26th April, 2012 

S.O. 1785.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act; 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 08/ 
2005) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum< 
Labour Court, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the omployers in relation to 
the The General Manager, BSNL, Jhansi and their workman, 
which was received by the Cmtral Government rm 26^-2012. 

[No. L40012/147/2004-IR(DU)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXbRE 

BEFORE SRI RAM PARKASH, HJS, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDlJSrrRAI 
TRIBUN ALdJM-LADOUR CXHJRT, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 08 of2005 
Between^ 

Sri Jitendra Kumar Yadav, 

Son of Sri Ramesh Chand Yadav, 

Village Fareeda, 

Post Nagra The. Grontha, 

District Jhansi. 

And 

The General ManagerB.S.N.L., 

Purana Exchange Building, 

LalitpurRoad, 

Jhansi. 

AWARD 

0 

1. Central Government, Mol, New Delhi, vide 
notification no.L-40012/147/2004 -IR(DU) dated 11-3-200S, 
has referred the following dispute for adjudication to this 
tribunal— 

2. Whether the action of the nuu^ement of Bharat 
Sanchar Nigam Limited, Jhansi reftuihg the ernployrnem to 
Sri Jitpndra Kumar Ysidav (workman) with effect from 
30*4-2004 is legal and Justified? If not, to what relief the 
workman is entitled? 

3. Brief facts of the case are that it is alleged by the 
claimant that he was engaged by Bharat Sanchar Nigam 
Limited (Hereinafter in shmt BSNL) Jhansi Division under 
Muranipur Sub Divisional Officer Oursahai Doorsanchar 
Kendra on 14-9-2000to30-4-04astemporaiy casual woricer. 
That soon after when his services were forcibly terminated 


orally, he raised a dispute before ALC. It is stated that the 
opposite party without taking any responsibility has denied 
the claim of the workman before the ALC (Central). It is 
further alleged by the claimant that the claimant had 
completed for more than 240 days service in each calendar 
year during the period he remained in the employment of 
the opposite party. That due to acute shortage of electricity 
supply at the place of his working, the opposite party has 
installed a generator and according to need he was util ized 
to operate the generator. He was also used to maintain the. 
diesel consumption register at the place of his working. It 
is also claimed that neither the names of the persons 
engaged on regular basis in Rural Gramin Doorbhash 
Kendra under Mauranipur Mandal have never been 
sponsored by the employment exchange nor the post was 
advertized by the opposite party prior to 27-7-02. The 
claimant while working under the opposite party has 
accrued legal right to be absorbed in the service of the 
opposite party like the persons engaged from outside 
without their names sponsored by the employment 
exchange. In response to the letter dated 12-10-98 issued 
by the General Manager, Lucknow, some names were sent 
to the Circle Office of the opposite party as such claimant 
is entitled for the same benefit. Claimant has further alleged 
that his name is appearing in the attendance register 
maintained by the opposite party at the place where he 
was engaged. It i^o pl|^ed by the claimant that he was 
paid Rs.600 per monfo after obtaining his signatures on 
the vouchers which is against the rules of natural justice. It 
is also pleaded by the claimant that considering the work 1 
the oppt^jte party, opposite party still requires the services 
of the po'st against which he was engaged. Lastly it is 
alleged that considering the continuous services of the 
clafanuit he is entitled to be reinstated in the services of the 
opposite party frx>m the date ffom which he was removed 
from die service with ftill back wages and continuity of 
service. 

4. Opposite party has fried objection againstdie claim 
petition wherehi it is alleg^ diat the claimant was never 
employed by the opposite party, there had never been any 
relationship of master and servant between the opposite 
party and the petitioner, the claimant has nwufoctured 
and fkbricated the documents with malafrde intention, 
therefore the documents filed by the claimant we not 
admitted. The complainant has filed his mark sheet of High 
School wherein his date of birdi is shown as 30-9-84, where 
as he has claimed that he was engaged by the opposite 
party on 14-9-2000, thus he was only about 15 years and 11 
months of age and that he was not mitjor on the date of his 
engagement wd he could not have been employed nor 
was ever employed with the opposite party. The working 
period as alleged by the claimant has vehemently been 
disputed by the opposite party and that his name does not 
find place in the muster* roll. It is further denied that the 
services of the claimant were terminated verbally at any 
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{; oint of ti9»t»siy on 17-4-05. As the claimant was never 
i 1 the employment of the opposite party, question of 
t rnnination of hit aervices does not arise at all. It is also 
c enied by dM^oppotilt pmfy ^t they aie in possession 
c f any dec umamt or record pertaining to the petitioner, 
t lerefoet, the (pt^um of i^>i»'^imsion that die records 
r lay be destroyed is abtolu^ wrcmg and appears to be a 
"Peshhandi”. Stmte ^ claimant was never in the 
e mployment of die oppoahe party therefore, he is not a 
\ workman wider the definition ^workman appearing under 
section 2(s) of the Act It is atoo denied that the claimant 
I ad ever completed 240^diiys of continuous service. There 
1 as never been any post of Generator Operator in 
f ermanent w temporary capacity in the opposite party. As 
s uch die aversimi that he was creating entries regarding 

1 jel consunqMdmi is absolutely wrong and denied and 

r ;pudiated in its entirety. It is also denied that the opposite 
\ arty ever advertised any post on 27-2-02 or on any other 
c ate for filling wiy vacancies. The claimant is a guilty of 
fabricating the false documents and also using false 
c ocuments before this H(m*ble Tribunal for his own interest 

2 nd gains. Lastly it is alleged that the claim petition of the 
f etitioner is liable to be dismissed with exemplary cost in 
t le interest of justice. 

5. Rejoinder statement has also been filed by the 
1 mrkman but nothing new has been pleaded therein except 
r (iteration of the facts pleaded by him in his claim petition. 

6. Both the parties have filed the document. I will 
c iscuss the relevancy of the documents during appreciation 
< f evidwKe led by foe parties. 

7. Heard and perused foe record. 

8. A short question to be decided in this case is 
1 foefoer any right to foe claimant has accrued under the 
(rovisions of Industrial Dispute Act, 

9. Both foe parties have produced oral as well as 
i ocumentary evidence. 

10. Claimwit has [woduced himself as W.W. 1 and 
c laimant has also paadHoad Sri Anil Aggrawal, Hand Writing 
Dxpeitas W.W. 2. 

11. Opposite party has produced M.W. 1 Sri K.N. 
fhukbSiia 

12. Beth Om parties have produced foe documentary 
c vidanee ateo. 

15. Ghumant has produced 5 document vide list dated 
(-9^05. c^wnents are photocopies of attendance 
rsgistor, ffo^ocopy of generator/diesel consumption 
r Qui!$abaiga^ DK^ifoash Kendra, Photocopy of 
t m rapty filed by foe opposite party before ALC Kanpur, 
I h^oMjQfty of foe duplicate bill and photocopy of duty 
cliait. 

14. Claimant has also filed the report of the hand 
V ritingei^wt 

15. Opposite party'has filed the several registers. 
T hese registers were produced on the request of the 


summoning application of the claimant. During arguments 
I have inquired from foe auth. Representative for the 
claimant that from which register he wants to place reliance. 
He prayed and conceded that diesel engine register which 
is produced by foe opposite party, which is in original, is 
reliant for the decision of fois case. Attendance register 
has been filed by foe claimant himself along with the report 
of the hand writing exp^, 

16. From foe evidence of both the parties, it is a fact 
that the claimant was never issued any appointment letter; 
it is also a fact that he was not issued any termination 
letter, but from foe evidence it has been found that the 
claimant was engaged as a casual labour, as stated by 
M.W.l. He stated that the claimant was engaged in 
November 2002 and he worked till Feb. 2003 for causal 
work on daily rate basis. He stated that it is wrong to say 
that he woriced till 30-9-04. He stated that he did not work 
for 240 days continuously before the date of his 
termination. He stated that there is no post of generator 
operator either lying or ever existed in the department. He 
stated that the papers 5/9 - 5/26 filed by the claimant are 
not genuine. Claimant himself admitted in his cross 
examination that he was engaged as a casual labour and he 
was not appointed against any sanctioned post. 

17. Claimant has placed reliance upon two register 
i.e. (1) Attendance Register and (2) is Diesel Engine Register. 

18. Regarding attendance register the A.R. of the 
opposite party contended tliat foe claimant has committed 
interpolation in foe entries of foe attendance register. He 
has added his name Jitendra somewhere in between serial 
no. 4, and giving false no. 6 to the person who was given 
serial no. 5 in foe attendance register and somewhere he 
has entered his name in the end of the serial number. 

19. It is also contented by the AR of the opposite 
party that it has not been shown by the claimant that how 
this original attendance register came in his possession 
and has been filed in foe case by him. It is also contended 
that it was not filed at the earliest stage. It is also contended 
that the report of the hand writing expert is not genuine 
because the hand writing expert did not examined the 
disputed as well admitted signature and hand writing of a 
person after seeking the permission from the court. What 
was done in this case, the claimant himself sent the 
attendance register as well as the dispute and admitted 
signature of person from himself and the hand writing 
expert examined the authenticity of the writing and the 
signatures and submitted.his report which have been filed 
before this court. Therefore under the facts and 
circumstances under which foe report of hand writing expert 
is obtained and filed before the court is not admissible 
because the same has not been obtained or filed with the 
permission of the tribunal. Therefore, the tribunal is not 
inclined to believe the report of the hand writing expert. 
This report is against the rules of natural justice because 
the opportunity has not been given to the opporite party 
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to say about the authenticity of the documents or report 
of hand writing expert. 

20. It is also contended by the Nfll that the hand 
writing expert W.W. 2 is not a qualified expat ashe basnot 
filed any certificate in this regad. lliere is a cross 
examination on this point. 

21.1 have exammed the statemeKofW.W. 2 aid find 
that his statement does not inspire confidence. 

22. Now there is left only one register, i.e. Diesel 
Engine Register though it is being produced from the 
custody of die nuuiagement. This register starts fitrni 
November 2002 till May 2003. At certain ptaces there 
appears name of Sri Jitendra Kumar. Clahfiantclasns tfatf it 
is his name. 

23. For the sake of evideiioe I presame fiiat it is his 
name, but the question is whether he has conq^aled 240 
days before die date of termmatkm i.e. 30>4^. La^icnhy 
in the name of Jitendra Kumarfotfaisregirterippears^to 
of 1704. Last entry in die name of Jitendra Kunar in this 
register appears to be of 21 •3'03. it showslhat^n^milchas 
been taken from him after 21-3>03. Claunaat hw^Maaid 

any where that any otfier regista was r^ bma^nmiaiinnid 

regarding diesel engine register. 1 have also apaoSai^ 
inquired during arguments how the woilmMn#oonfiilhig 
240 days preceding 12 mondis from^dateofteiiiunation 
of his services, but there was no ^lecific reply ftom the 
side of the claimant When documentary evidence is there 
and reliance is being placed^ die claimant himself thoi 
no presumption can be drawn after the content of die 
documents. Similarly even if 1 take the cognizance of 
attendance register overlooking the interpoboion for a 
moment this register is up to the period July 2001, even 
then diis register does not give any help to the workman 
for establishing that he had worked continuously far mote 
than 240 days of service preceding 12 calenr^ mondis 
from the date of his termirudton. 

24. Claimant has also drawn my attention towards 
the paper no. 5/27. It is a reply filed by the opposite party, 
before the ALC Kanpur. In fois document also the oiqiosite 
party has stated that the claimant had worked during the 
period November2002 and February2003 as acasual labour 
on part time basis. 1 have examined this paper. The claimant 
is not going to seek any help fiom the documoits as it is 
his own admitted case that he wwked till March 2004 but 
no such documentary evidence have been (mxluced by 
him to establish the fact that virtually he was in continuous 
employment with the opposite party till the date of his 
termination as referred in the reference order. I have also 
anxiously examined the (diotocopies of die documents filed 
by the claimant in support of his claim but on goii^durough 
the same 1 find that foey are not help foil to the clamrant in 
the given circumstances as the claimant himself has 
palpably failed to establish the foct that he was under the 
continuous employment with the management for more 
than 240 days preceding 12 months from the alleged date 


of termination of his sovices as moitioned in die reforence 
order. 

25. It is also contended by the opposite party that 
die claunant was just 16 yaan of age at the time of his 
engagement as a&idaed by him in his statenunt So a 
jperson who is below 1^ years cannot be appoinsad er 
ei^aged by die depaemoit. 

26. Therefore lhaee was any mgi^piiieHtllMt was 
contrary fo dteRsardimamTid^ 

27. Opposfte iMVty has placed reliance upon a 
decision 2007 Lab IC 3353 PftH High Court in between 
Executive Engineer fouda Gaivaon ^wrsus tedusteial 
Tribuiial<cuni4«abour Com, OurgKMi. In dm earn foe 
Hen’bte H^CteiirtheldnMterendering of 24&d^neet^ 
does not give righCt aj per m a n e n ce. Section ^ F was found 
attracted. 

^IT I liaum iiaaridiinilfof lofhnir furtr nnl ii~ irHl n- 
idocttmentety ue iis iwc ,foough it has been found that the 
1 laiiiiBiii nara anpignrt hiit hr was engaged onty for a short 
^period there does not appear to be any continuity anddte 
[has imt randarad 240 dii^ of aasvioe ma year 

Ipnaedit^ the date of his termtaation, therefore, the 
levidence adducadky foe claimam is not believable and it 
i isllirdier held that be has failed foprove his cam,foereby 
it is held that dte claimant is not erditled to rmy relief 
[pursuant to the prasent reference. 

29. Reference is therefore answered against the 
workman and in fiivour of die (^iposite party. 

RAMPARKASH, Presidiiig Ofikcr 

^ 26 2012 

mM, 1716.—sliciini4> atfofipm, 1947 (1947 

liT 14)l»tdra 17 ^ aipoq ^ 

^ olifilPwi 

^ WOT 175/2011) «4.irvw Wdt %, 

wanr nil 26-4-2012 nil 1 

[U q?l-420l2/2«2/20I0 3ni^3HR 

^ aiftinnfi 

New Delhi, die 26th April, 2012 

S.O, 1786.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), foe Central 
Government b«reby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 175/ 
2011) of the Central Government Industrial TribunaIrGum- 
L^XMir Court, No. 11, Chandigarh as shown in the 
y^nexure, in the Industrial Dispute between the 
enqihtyas in relation to the management of KOL Dam 
Hydro Electric Power Project and Others and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Govemmcni 
0026^-2012. 

[No. L-42012/282/20lO-IR(DlJ)! 

RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 


4^36 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MAY 26, 2012/JYAISTHA 5,1934 


[Part II— Sec. 3(u)] 


ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRALGOVERNMENTINDUCTRIAL 
TRIBUNALCUM-LABOURCOURT-n, 
CHANDIGARH 

Present: SRI A.K. RASTOGI, Presiding Officer 
Case ID No. 175/2011 
R jgistered on 24-5-201! 

SI iri Shyam Lai S/o Sh. Chint Ram, Village Nalin, PO Maloh, 
Tchsil Sunder Nagar, Mandi (HP) 

...Applicant 

Versus 

T.h;’ General Manager, Kol Dam Hydro Electric Power 
VPO Bannana, Bilaspur. 

'! j'K'i Mana;‘er. (fjsiian Thai Development Co, Ltd., 
uoi Uuiiii i^^iko Lictb ic I'ower Project, Village Kayan, 
PO Sh;:'!;. i: rOr Tundernagar, Mandi. 

.M/i. I Ir irujiiuctui'c Coinp^iiny Private ltd,, Village 
Chamb, Post Office Hamora, Bilaspur. 

... Respondents 

APPEARANCES 

For the workman - None 

For (he Management - Sh. V.P. Singh for 

respondent No. 1, 

Sh. Shamsher Singh 
for respondent No. 2 

i AWARD 

j Passed on April 10,2012 

The Central Government vide Notification No.L- 
4^ 012/282/2010-lR (DU) dated‘27-4-2011 by exercising its 
p( wer under Section 10 of Sub-sections (1) Clause (d) and 
sub-section (2A) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (in 
short Act) has referred the following disputes for 
ac judication to this Tribunal. 

“Whether the retrenchment of services of 
SI. Shyam Lai S/o Sh. Chint Ram w.e.f, 14-8-2008 by the 
m magement of M/s. U.R, Infrastructure Company Private 
Li inited,Village Chamb, Distt. Bilaspur a sub-contractor of 
M ^s. Italian Thai Development Public Limited a contractor 
of M/s. NTPC Limited without following the principal of 
‘Last come first go’ is legal and justified? What relief the 
workman is entitled to from the above employer?” 

After receiving the reference notices were issued to 
th 5 parties. Workman and respondent No. 3 did not trun 
up despite notice sent by registered post to them. Notices 
net received back, undelivered. Hence service was 
presumed on them. Respondent No. 1 and 2 put in their 
appearances. 

As (he workman failed to appear and file claim 
St: tement a ‘No Dispute’ award is passed. Let two copies 
of the award be sent to Central Government for further 

cessaiy action. 

ASHOK KUMAR RASTOGI. Presiding Officer 


26 2012 

W.W. 1787.—1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ tmi 17 ^ 

«t>4+K'i* ^ ^ 3l | giiP i 4) 4f 

^ (tt^ 

35/2000) ^ i, ^ 26 - 4-2012 

•Sifr W|3TT «n I 

[R. T?l“40012/352/1999-3n^3TR (•^.^)] 

arfriirfr 

New Delhi, the 26th April, 2012 

S,0. 1787.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Acty 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 35/ 
2000) of the Centra] Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the TDM Pahasu House, Aligarh and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
264-2012. 

[No. L40012/352/I999-IR(DU)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI RAM PARKASH, HJS, PRESIDING 
OITTCER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOURCOURT, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 35 of2000 

Between— 

Sri Manoj Kumar son of Sri Virender, 

Bajaria Ram Lai Jain Mandir ke pas, 

KayamganJ, 

Farrukhabad. 

And 

The TDM Pahasu House, 

Aligarh. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government MOL, New Delhi, vide 
notification No. L-40012/352/99/IR-DU dated 
9-2-2000, has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this tribunal— 

2. Whether the action of the management of TDM/ JTO 
Telephone in terminating the services of their 
workman Sri Manoj Kumar with effect 7-11-98 and 
not giving him the salary of six months is legal and 
justified? It not to what relief the workman is entitled? 

3. Brief facts are— 
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4. It is alleged by the claimant Sri Manoj Kumar that he 
was working since March 1997 at Telephone 
Exchange Sikandara Rau District Aligarh. Thereafter 
he was posted at Akrabad Exchange M^iich fells under 
Sikandra Rau Exchange. But all of sudden with effect 
from 7-11-98 he was not allowed to work by the In¬ 
charge of Sikandra Rau Telephone Exchange. Thus 
his services have been terminated without any 
notice, notice pay or retrenchment compensation. 
Thus the opposite party has committed breach of 
section 2SF of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. He was 
also not paid wages for six month, he was neither 
given any appointment letter or termination letter. 
The work which was being taken from was of a 
permanent nature. Certain persons are still working 
on diis worit. Their names are Sri Kali Chanm son of 
Sri Dcsh Raj Singh, Satya Pal Singh, Rizan and others, 

5. Thus he has continuously worked for 240 days or 
more. He has also taken the plea of breach of section 
25HofthcAct. 

6. On the basis of above it has been prayed by the 
claimant that he be reinstated in the service with full 
back wages and with all consequential benefits. 

7. The opposite party has filed written statement 
denying all the averments raised by the claimant in 
his statement of claim on a number of grounds 
alleging therein that the claimant was engaged for a 
short period under special circumstances to complete 
the work with effect from 1 -9-98 to 30-9-98 as a daily 
rated casual woricer and he was paid for the same. 
After the^mpletion on this specifically job his 
services stood terminated automatically. It is also 
denied that after the termination of the services of 
the workman the opposite party has inducted any 
fresh hands in place of his. Therefore,* the opposite 
party has claimed that the claimant is not entitled for 
any relief. 

8. Rejoinder has also been filed by the workman but 
nothing new has been pleaded therein except 
reiterating the facts already pleaded by him in his 
statement of claim. 

9. Claimant has filed 11 documents vide list 17/1 and 34 
documents vide list 18/1-2 along with copy of log 
book. 

10. Whereas the opposite party has specifically alleged 
in their written statement mainly the certificate 
regarding the working period w4iich was filed before 
the ALC as well as before the court are fictitious and 
forged. 

11. Both the parties have adduced oral evidence. 

Claimant has adduced himself as W. W. 1 Sri Manoj 

Kumar where as opposite- party has produced 
Sri Satya Kumar SDO Telecom as M.W.l. 

12. Heard and perused the record. 


13. Opposite party has specifically stated through its 
witness M.W.l that the claimant was engaged for 
specificjobfixr a short period from 1-9-98 to 30-9-98 as 
a daily rated casual worker and his wages were paid for 
the same. He was not issued any appointmmt letter. 
After the completion of the work his services stood 
automatically terminated. It is also stated that there is a 
relation of claimant employed with the opposite party 
which has been accept^ ^ the clamant also and his 
name is Sri Raj Kumar >Aho is appointed as a Lineman. 
Oj^site party has claimed that all these documents 
filed along with list 17/1 or 18/1-2 particularly 
certification of woficing period as has bem described 
are forged and fictitious. It is alleged that the two 
certificates vihich are p^ier No. 12/5-6,w4iichhasbecn 
filed by die opposite party along with the written 
statement showing the wori^ period of the claimant 
are forged and fictitious. It is alleged that the claimant 
has made out a case in his statement diat he had been n 
eng^ed in service since March 1997 with the opposite 
party, whereas die certificate paper No. 12/5, which has 
been filed by the opposite party along with their written 
statement which starts from March 1997 and this 
certificate also shows that there is also entries of 
wcMrking period of die woikman is there for the period 
Jan 97 and Feb 97 which is self contradictory. 

14. These certificates have also been fi led by the claimant 
vide list 17/1. These papers are 17/6 and 17/7. Paper 
No. 17/6 appears to be the same copy which-have 
been filed by the opposite party as paper No. 12/5, 
but what happens again the claimant has filed these 
papers vide list 18/1 and these paper are 18/3-4. In 
paper No. 18/4 it appears that he has forged and 
concocted the entry which relates to the period 
Jan 97 and Feb 97 which was being depicted in paper 
no. 12/5 but in p^r no. 18/4 filed by the claimant 
what has been done, instead of year 1997 he 
mentioned the year as 1998 instead of 1997, which 
appears to be felse.'Mm^ver the documents do not 
bear the signature of the competent officer SDO, 
whereas paper no. 12/5 and 12/6 It is alleged by the 
opposite party that the signatures of JTO and others 
are forged one which have been obtained by the 
claimant in connivance with some other officer. 

15. Claimant have filed the photocopies of other letter 
and copy of log book vide list 18/1-2 original is not 
on the file. The summoning application of the 
claimant was rejected by my learned predecessor as 
he has not complied with the direction of the court 
therefore, it cannot be said that the i^posite party 
has failed to produce the original documents. 
Opposite party has specifically stated that all . the 
documents filed by the claimant are forged and this 
statement has also been given before the court on 
evidence by MW, 1. 
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16. 


17. 


18. 


19. 


It alleged by the claimant in his statement that his 
A /ages were being paid through voucher but no such 
copy of voucher has been filed, neither efforts were 
nade to summon the vouchers from the opposite 
I arty by the claimant. 

1 Tierefore, there is no cogent documentary evidence 
< n the file wherein it can be proved that the claimajit 
1 ad been working since March 1997 till the date of 
termination 7-U-98. On the contrary the evidence 
filed by the opposite party is believable and there 
£ ppear no reason to discard the statement of MW. 1. 
' Tie statement adduced by the workman W. W. 1 does 
I ot inspire the confidence. 

I lence considering the fiicts and circumstances of the 
case it is found that the claimant has failed to prove 
1 is case. Consequently the claimant is held entitled 
f ar no relief pursuant to the present reference order. 
F Leference is therefore, answered against the clamant 
2 nd in favour of the opposite party. 

RAM PARKASH, Presiding Officer 
^ 26 31^, 2012 


14 ^) 


26-4-1 


^. 3 ff.i 788 .—arfrifrm, 1947 (1947 

^ »?Rr 17 ^ ■ 4 *, 

9,ei. ^ vi«(Vo'^ ^ fi’H'I'jf'+iT 


16/2008) ^ y+lfvid ^ ^ 

2012 ^ 30 ^ «iT I 


Betwi 

Sri Ml 
Son o 
Villagt 


[^. •qeT-400l2/57/2007-3Tlf3m: (^.^)] 

fW, 

New Delhi, the 26th April, 2012 

5.0. 1788.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industr al Diqxtes Act, 1947 (14 of1947), the Coitral Government 
hereby publishes the Award (I^f No. 16/2008) of the Central 
Govcti iment Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Kanpur as 
shown in the Annexure, in die Industrial Dispute between the 
anplo] ers in relation to the Goteral Manager, BSNL, Jhansi and 
their w arkman, which was received by the Central Government 
on2642012. 

[No. L-40012/57/2007-IR(DU)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BE ^RE SRI RAM PARKASH, HJS, PRESIDING 
OFF! CER, CENTRALGOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABORCOURT, KANPUR 
Industrial Dispute No. 16 of2008 

ebn: 


i hendra Kumar Ah irwar, 
f Sri Moti Lai, 

Hati, PostNohta, 
Distridt Jhansi 


And 

General Manager 

Bharat SancharNigam Limited, 

Jhansi Division, 

Old Exchange Building, 

Lilt Pur Road, Jhansi 

AWARD 

1. Central Government MoL, New Delhi, vide 
notification No. 40012/57/2007-IR (DU) dated 31-12- 
2007has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this tribunal. 

2. Whether the action of the management of the General 
Manager, Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited, Jhansi in 
terminating the services of their workman 
Sri Mahendra Kumar Ahirwar with effect from 10-7-2005 
is legal and justified? If not to what relief the workman 
is entitled to? 

3. Briefly stated facts of the case are that the clamant 
was engaged by the opposite party as a casual labour 
on 1-5-2001 and had worked at Katera and Uldan 
Doorsanchar Kendra under Mauranipur. His services 
were dispensed with by the opposite party by an 
oral order dated 10-7-05. It is alleged by the claimant 
that he worked continuously for more than 240 days 
during the intervening years and had performed the 
work on the oral instructions of the officer of the 
opposite party. Temporary employees working under 
the opposite party have been given the benefit of 
regular and permanent employees, it is also alleged 
that the names of casual employees working under 
Jhansi Division has been sponsored for regular and 
permanent employment to the General Manager’s 
office in pursuance of letter dated 12-10-98, but his 
name was not forwarded for consideration. It is also 
alleged that the claimant was being paid his wages at 
Rs.1200 per month after obtaining his signature at 
the reverse of the vouchers. The records relating to 
his employment is in the possession of the opposite 
party. It is further pleaded by the claimant that for 
efficient service generator set were installed at the 
telephone exchanges and the applicant used to 
operate the generator, used to make entries in the 
relevant register regarding consumption of diesel and 
to attend the complaints of the customers on 
telephone etc. The claimant vide its letter dated 
21-5-05 addressed to the General Manager made a 
request for payment of arrears of wage which annoyed 
the management and he was forcibly terminated by 
the opposite party without any orders in writing. 
Lastly it is alleged by the claimant that after the 
termination of the services of S/SrI Dilip Kumar and 
Narenda Kumar from 30-3-03 who were engaged on 
casual basis, the claimant was asked to perform the 
work at their place at the place of their posting but he 


1 
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was not paid his wages at enhanced rate. On the 
basis of above it has been prayed that the opposite 
party be directed to reinstate the claimant with 
continuity of service and back wages. 

4. The claim of the claimant has been vehemently 
denied by the opposite party on a number of grounds, 
inter alia, that it is wrong to allege by the claimant 
that he ever worked at the places as disclosed by him 
in his claim as a casual worker under Jhansi Division 
of the opposite party or his services were ever 
removed by the opposite party on 10-7-05 by oral 
order. It is also denied that the claimant was ever 
engaged by the opposite party as casual worker nor 
he worked under them at any point of time. No 
relationship of master and servant exists between 
the opposite party and complainant. It is alleged that 
the claimant had never been appointed or engaged, 
so question of termination do not arise by an oral 
order. It is reiterated that the workman has not worked 
even for a single day. He has not worked for 240 
days. It is wrong to say that the workman was being 
paid Rs.1200 per month after putting his signature 
on the back of the vouchers. Whatever records have 
been filed by the workman is false and forged. There 
is no attendance register of the employees in 
Doorbhash Kendra; therefore, the attendance register 
filed by the workman is forged one. Therefore the 
claim of the claimant is liable to be dismissed being 
devoid of merit. 

5. Claimant has filed several documents, some of the 
documents alleged to be in the original shape and 
the rest documents are photocopies vide list dated 
23-3-2010. The relevancy of the documents will be 
discussed during the course of appreciation of the 
evidence. 

6. One register which is alleged to diesel engine register 
which was filed in I.D. Case No. 8 of2005, Jitendra: 
Kumar Yadav versus General Manager has also been 
summoned; photocopies of the same are also filed. 

7. Claimant has produced himself in evidence as W. W. 1 
as a witness. There is no oral or documentary evidence 
adduced by the opposite party. 

8. 1 have perused the statement of W. W. 1. He has stated 
on oath that he was engaged on 1-5-2001 as a casual 
labour at sub-division Mauranipur and Jhansi by a 
competent officer. It is also stated that he was bein^ 
sent on duty at Uldan Doorbhashs Kendra and Gursai 
Doorbhash Kendra by SDO Mauranipur, there he 
used to work to operate the diesel engine. He used toi 
record the reading of diesel engine, he was also asked 
to attend the telephone complaints along with the 
permanent employees. This is a fiict that opposite 
party has not adduced any oral or documentary 
evidence. They have alleged in their w.s. that the 
documents filed by the claimant are forged one but 


the opposite party has failed to produce any witness 
in the court to say that all diese documents are forged, 
whereas the claimant has filed several documents 
some of which are in original shape. Paper nos. 1 to 16 
some of which are printed copy of the original. These 
are filed service report regarding the diesel engine 
repair and checking and most of these reports bears 
the signature of claimant Mahendra Kumar showing 
him to be engaged and posted at Doorbhash Kendra 
Uldan. These are of the different period of the years 
2003 and 2004. Opposite party has put in several 
questions ill the cross on the papers that is how it 
came in his hands. It has been explained by him in 
, the cross saying that ttie record was kept in the office 
and one of the clerk of the office has provided him 
these documents. There is also original diesel engine 
register of Gursai Kendra Jhansi and also bears the 
seal of the office. It has been stated by him on oath 
that in this register he has recorded a number of entries 
regarding the consumption of diesel. He has also 
stated on oath that this register was checked by SDO 
Sri K.N. Shukla on 10-12-02 and on different dates 
artdby Sri C.L. Awasthi JTO on 2-4-03 and on different 
dates. It is specifically kated that they have put 
their signatures on this register. It is also stated that 
there is signature of the Workman on this register. I 
have examined ttiis register. In the year 2002 there is 
signature of Sri Mahendra Kumar and on other dates. 
Prima-facic it appears that this register is not forged 
one when he is specifically stating the names of 
these officer of the opposite party. Now it was 
incumbent upon the opposite party to produce these 
officers in evidence who could have challenged the 
authenticity of this register. They have not explained 
that this register is also false. 1 have examined the 
cross of the witness on this point also. There is 
nothing in the cross which may be lie his statement 
on this point. 

9. Claimant has also filed several other papers 1 Ike paper 
nos. 17 to 32. Most of these are the application in 
original. It has been stated on oath by the claimant 
that he was asked to remove the telephone complaints 
sometime with the permanent staff of telephone 
exchange and sometime independently. Out of these 
papers some of the paper is on the printed form of 
the opposite party like paper No. 22. It also bears the 
stamp of the office. It is stated by W.W.l that these 
telephone numb^ were out of order and he was 
asked to look after and it bears his name also, l^have 
also examined the paper nos 37 to 54. It is also stated 
by him that under the orders of the officers he used 
to obtain articles from the store. 

10. Therefore, in my view the claimant has filed the 
documentary as well as oral evidence to prove his 
case. The documents show that he was engaged by 
the opposite party. If all the documents are forged 
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one as alleged by the opposite party it was incumbent 
upon them to have produced the witness specifically 
he officers who have been named by the claimant in 
lis evidence. Despite several opportunities the 
opposite party has failed to produce any oral 
!vldence or documentary evidence to deny the 
b^ersion of the claimant. Therefore in such 
:ircumstances, there is no reason to disbelieve or 
discard the evidence of the claimant. 


Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 57/ 
1998) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
tothe management of UCO Bank and their workman, 
which was received by the Centra! Government on 
I64>20I2. 

[No. L-120I2/366/1997*IR(B-II)] 


11 . 


12 . 


13. 


14. 


"rom the evidence oral as well as documentary it can 
io be inferred that there is continuity in his 
mgagement as a casual labour because most of the 
)apers are of the period of2004, therefore, it cannot 
)e said that there is no continuity in the service of 
1 he complainant. As such the version of the applicant 
<;an be accepted on this point that his services were 
1 emoved by the opposite party by an oral order on 
0-7-05. 

'herefore, from the evidence of the workman it is 
dear that he has been able to prove that he had 
' worked contentiously and had worked for more than 
: 40 days preceding 12 calendar months i.e. 10-7-05 
I liat is the date of removal of his service. 

It is also admitted fact that ^e workman has neither 
been given any notice, notice payor retrenchment 
( ompensation by the opposite party prior to his 
termination of service thus the opposite party have 
breached the provisions of section 25F of the Act. 
Under the circumstances a right has been accrued in 
bis favour for his reinstatement in the service of the 
( pposite party. 

/accordingly it is held that the action of the opposite 
I arty in dispensing with the service of the workman 
> ^e. f. 10-7-05 is neither legal nor justified accordingly 
tie opposite party is directed to reinstate the 
V workman In the service with back wages @ of 50% 
snd continuity of service. 


RAM PARKASH, Presiding Officer 


^ 27 2012 

1947 (1947 

^ 14 : ^ m \7 ^ 

■SWVW5 ^ ^ ^ yTcf ah l if ^ 

^ ^ 57/1998) ^ 

i, ■sj) ^ 16-4-2012 W<1 |[3TT *tT I 

I [UT?:fT- 12012 / 366 / 1997 -a 7 T^am (^dl)] 

I New Delhi, the 27th April, 2012 
$. 0 . 1789,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 


SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI RAM PARKASH, HJS, PRESIDING 
OFFICER,CENTRALGOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNALCUM-LABOUR COURT, KANPUR 
Industrial Dispute No. 57/98 
Betweenc 
Vice President, 

UCO Bajnk Staff Association, 

C/o U.P. Bank Employees Union, 

10/2 Patrika Maig, Civil Lines, Allahabad. 

And 

The Zonal Manager, UCO Bank, 

23, Vidhan Sabha Marg, 

Lucknow. 

AWARD 

1. (fentral Government, MoL, New Delhi vide 
notification no. L-12012/366/97/IR-(B-ll) dated 31 -3-98, has 
referred the following dispute to this tribunal for 
adjudication— 

2. Whether the action of the management of UCO 
Bank in terminating the service of Sri Munna Singh Yadav 
with effect from 10-5-97 Is legal and justified? If not to what 
relief the said workman is entitled and from what date? 

3. Brief facts arC'- 

4. It is alleged by the claimant that there was a 
sanctioned strength of 3 subordinate staff viz., one Daftry, 
One cash peon and one peon at Chopan Branch of UCO 
Bank. In course of time the peon and later on the daftry 
being transferred on promotion, vacancies of two hands 
were fell vacant in the aforesaid branch, in order to cope 
up with the work the Manager Chopan Branch designated 
the cash peon Sri Tftj Bali as Dattary and appointed 
Sri Munna Singh Yadav as temporary peon from 30-6-92. In 
course of employment he was required to perform all the 
duties of a peon in the bank. He was required to work for 
full office hours. Despite this, instead of being paid the 
salary prescribed for a peon in this bank, he was paid 
Rs. 25 per day excluding Sundays and holidays. The 
payments were usually made on weekly basis. In this way 
the bank had indulged in unfair labour practice. He 
continued to work since 30-6-92, but the bank did not 
absorb him in the peVmanent service of the bank. Under 
the circumstances he submitted a representation on 
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25-4-97, requesting to absorb him in permanent service of 
the bank, instead of considering the request the bank 
lenninated the service of the biink with effect from 10-5-97, 
vvithout assigning any reason and witho.ut issuing any 
notice or without making payment of retrenchment 
compensation. Thus he had worked continuously since 
1992 to 10-5-97. Therefore, he worked for more than 240 
days every year including one year preceding the date of 
his termination. In this way provisions of section 25F of 
Industrial Disputes Act have been breached by the 
opposite party bank. 

5. On the basis of above grounds it has been prayed 
that the action of the opposite party bank in terminating 
ihe services of the claimant be held illegal and the claimant 
is liable to be reinstated in the service of the bank with full 
back wages, continuity of service and with other 
consequential benefits. 

6 . Opposite party had filed the written statement. It 
has been stated by them that Sri Munna Singh was engaged 
for fetching water in the branch or other similar misc. work. 
He was engaged according to the need of the work. His 
work in the branch was hardly for two to three hours a day. 
I-or this, purpose he was paid the compensation on daily 
basis by the branch. The post of fetching water etc., is not a 
sanctioned post within the puiview of Bipartite Settlement 
dated 19-10-66. He was engaged on contractual basis for 
fetching water as.the bank is engaging other persons for 
other misc. work like repair of funtiture etc. The work conU act 
started from the time he started doing the same and it was 
ended no sooner it was completed. Thus his case is governed 
by section 2(oc) (bb) of the ID. Act, 1947. 

7. He was never appointed in the bank service in 
subordinate cadre at Chopan branch of the bank with effect 
from 30-6-92 on temporaiy' basis against permanent vacancy 
of subordinate staff where he w’orked tiP 10-5-97. He was 
never paid the salary from time to time. He never worked 
for more than 240 days in 12 consecutive months. 
Recruitment in the bank is made under a'set procedure laid 
down. When he was not recruited the question of 
termination of his service on ) 0-5-97 does not arise. 
T herefore, the bank has not committed any breach of any 
of the provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act. 

8 . Therefore, the bank has stated that the claim of the 
claimant is not maintainable being devoid of merit and is 
thus liable to be rejected without granting any relief to him 
as claimed in the claim petition. 

9. Claimant has also filed rejoinder in the case but 
nothing new has been pleaded therein except reiterating 
the facts already pleaded by him in the claim petition. 

10. Claimant has filed oral as well as documentary 
evidence in support of his case, whereas opposite party 
has adduced oral evidence in support of his pleadings. 
There is also a joint inspection report which is paper no. 9/ 
1-5 which i exhibit W-6 on which both the contesting 
parties have relied. 


11.1 have heard the arguments of the contesting 
parties at length and have also gone through the file 
carefully. 

12. The short question to be decided in the case is 
whether any right has accrued to the claimant Sri Munna 
Singh under tlie provisions of I.D. Act and if yes whether 
the opposite party has Committed breach of any of the 
provisions of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 

13. It has been admitted by the opposite party that 
the claimant was engaged on 30-6-92 for fetching the water 
and for doing other similar misc. work. His disengagement 
on 10-5-97 has also not been disputed. Claimant in his oral 
evidence as W. W. 1 Sri Munna Singh. Yadav and his witness 
W.W.2 Sri Avdhesh Narain Lai has specifically stated on 
oath that Sri Munna Singh was appointed on 30-6-92 6n 
the post of peon and he was doing the work of peon for the 
whole day. 

14. But he has admitted that he was being paid daily 
wags charge initially at the rate of Rs.25 per day and later 
on Rs.45 per day. 

15. The next point in this respect to be determined is 
whether he was appointed against any sanctioned post 
through a regular procedure. The claimant has admitted 
that he was not. issued any appointment letter or 
termination letter, his name was not called from employment 
exchange, there was no advertisement. Opposite party is a 
public sector body. For recruitment they have their own 
set of procedure to fill, up the regular vacancies, the branch 
manager does not have the power to deviate the procedure. 

16. The opposite party has adduced two witnesses 
by name Sri Yogesh Kumar M.W. 1 who is Branch Manager 
and W.2 Sri Ashok Kumar Srivastva. 1 have examined the 
oral evidence. From the evidence it is inferred that 
Sri Munna Singh was not appointed against a sanctioned 
post on temporary basis by following the recruitment 
process. 

17. Now the question is whether any right has 
accrued to the claimant under the provisions of section 
25FofI.D.Act. 

IS.Claimant has filed 5 document viz list 17/1 and 
these are copy of application given by the claimant to the 
bank, copy of vouchers, copy of joint representation of 
the staff and other documents in the shape of photocopies. 
But the important document is joint inspection report which 
is Ext.W-6 on which both the parties have relied. M.W.2 
has stated that this joint inspection report bears his 
signature; therefore this document is having great import 
and is readable in evidence. I have examined this document. 
This document shows the continuity of his engagement 
since 4-7-92 to 13-5-97. Thus on the basis of this 
documentary evidences as well as oral evidence it can very 
easily be inferred that the workman had been in continuous 
employment for more than 240 days preceding 12 calendar 
months from the date of his termination that is 10-5-97. The 
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iding of this document is - Details of Payments made to 
Munna Singh Yadav in connection with his employment 
,^inst sanctioned vacancy in the bank. The A.R. of the 
mant has stressed that Sri Munna Singh was appointed 
,^inst a sanctioned vacancy, but 1 have already given my 
ding that there does not appear to be any cogent 
dence from which it can be inferred that he was 

{ minted against a sanctioned post after following a 
scribed procedure laid down for regular recruitment. 

19.The claimant has placed reliance upon a decision 
i Lab 1C 649 SC I the case of Gujarat Agriculture 
vers it}' versus Rathod Labhu Bechar. 1 respectfully 
ee with the principle laid down by the Hon’ble Apex 
|urt. That case mostly relates to the regularization of 
ers who had put in long service and there was also a 
rj)posed scheme for regularization of such workers. 

20.But considering the facts and circumstances of 
present case I find that the claimant cannot take any 
p of this ruling because there is no such scheme to 
i^ularize the temporary employees or casual employees 
o had put in long service. 

21. Opposite party has also placed reliance upon a 
ision 1997 (76) FLR page 237 in the case of Hinianshu 
|mar Vidyarthi versus State Bihar and others. In this case 
Hon’ble Apex Court has held that service of a daily 
,er, a temporary employee is terminated, he had no right 
he post. His disengagement held not arbitrary. His case 
nnot be treated under the Industrial Disputes .Act. I 
ispectfully agree with the decision of the Hon’ble Court. 

22. The A.R. of the claimant stated that this case was 
considered as a case under the provisions of Industrial 
pules Act, 1947. In this decision the Hon’ble Apex Court 
found that every department of government cannot be 
[ited to be an industry. 

23. But considering the facts and circumstances of 
present case 1 am of the view that the opposite party is 
jlndustry within the definition of section 20) of the Act. 

opposite party has categorically admitted the 
iagement of the complainant continuously. Now the 
[den has shifted on the opposite party that the claimant 
engaged on contractual basis and his work has ceased 
the expiry of the terms of contract. But the opposite 
:y has not produced any cogent evidence that the 
mant was engaged on contractual basis for fetching 
:er. They have specifically admitted that he was also 
aged for similar other works. Claimant has stated on 
that he was engaged for the whole day. Therefore, the 
mant has been able to prove that he was engaged as a 
porary employee/labour on daily wage basis and he 
completed 240 days preceding 12 calendar month from 
date of his termination therefore, his case is fully 
■c|tected under the provisions of section 25F of Industrial 
putes Act, 1947, because opposite party has not issued 
notice or paid retrenchment compensation at the time 
lensing the services of the claimant, therefore, in niy 
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considered view the opposite party has committed breach 
of section 25F of I.D. Act. Therefore, the point as well as 
the reference is decided in favour of the claimant and against 
the opposite party. 

24. The claimant is entitled to be reinstated in service. 
Considering the facts and circumstances of the case he is 
also held entitled for wages at the rate of 50%. Opposite 
party is directed to comply with the direction of the award 
accordingly preferably within 30 days from the date of 
publication of the award, 

25. Therefore, the reference is answered accordingly 
in favour of the workman and against the opposite party. 

RAM PARK ASH, Presiding Officer 
M 27 2012 

^.3Tr. 1790.—1947 (1947 

^ 14) ^ VRT 17 ^ ^ 

y<chR 

^ W (tM 58/2002) ^ lj4>in?ld 
^ ^ 16-4-2012 ^ Tn^ ^371 an I 

[Tf. T^^-12011/67/2002-37Tf3RR (^-H)] 
Tm, 3T^^FT 

New Delhi, the 27th April, 2012 

S.O. 1790. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 58/ 
2002) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of UCO Bank and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 
16-4-2012. 

[No. L-1201 l/67/2002-IR(B-Il)] 
SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI RAM PARKASH, HJS, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAlXrUM-LABOUR COURT, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No.58 of 2002 

Between- 

The President, 

UCO Bank StaffAssociation, 

C/o Sri B. P. Saxena, 426-W-2, 

Basant Vihar, Kanpur. 

And 

The Regional Manager, 

UCO Bank, 

Regional Office, 23 Vidhan Sabha Marg, 

Lucknow 


* 






K 
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AWARD 


1. Central Government MoL, New Delhi vide 
notificationNo.L-12011/67/2002IR (B-II) dated 12-7-02 has 
referred the following dispute for adjudication to this 
tribunal. 

2. Whether the action of the management of UCO 
Bank in imposing the stoppage of two annual increments 
with cumulative effect upon Sri L. M. Bajpai, clerk is justified 
and legal? If not to what relief the concerned workman is 
entitled to? 

3. Brief facts are- 

4. The present claimant Sri Lalit Mohan Bajpai is 
presently posted as clerk at Dhauli Pieu Branch Mathura 
of opposite party bank. It is stated that prior to his transfer 
from Kantna* to Mathura he was posted at banks Armapore 
Branch wterc he was served with charge sheet dated 
9-10-99. The enquiry officer commenced the inqsiry on 
11-1-2000 and concluded the same on 29-11-2000, where 
after he received show cause notice no.... dated 30-1-2001 
and the workman also attended personal hearing. It is stated 
that a perusal of the proposed punishment and the 
punishment inflicted will reveal that the same are 
incongruous. Apart from above it has also been pleaded 
that the charge sheet is invalid and illegal being signed by 
the Regional Manager (Branches). It is staled dtat in terms 
of paragraph 3(b) of the Bipartite Settlement datedS 1 -10-79, 
the Chairman & Managing Director of the bank appointed 
the Regional Manager as DiKtpIinary atidiMity vide his 
order (faded 28^9*97. Subsequent to the above Deputy 
Genial Manager vide circular dated 19-6-98 advised to all 
concerned that the Regional Manager (Brandies) shall be 
responsible for all the duties and functions as handled by 
erstwhile Regional Manager. Since Regional Manager 
Branches has not been appointed as Disciplinaiy Authority 
in terms of paragraph 3(b) of the Bipartite Settlement dated 
31-10-79, the charge sheet is invalid and illegal. Show cause 
notice and punishment inflicted by Chief Officer is illegal 
and invalid as he was not appointed as dtsdplinuy 
authority by the Chairman and Managing DhrecttM' of 
Bank. In the show cause notice punishment of warning 
was proposed but as against it in the Bnal order of 
punishment stoppage of one increment was inflicted and 
since the punishment cannot be enhanced in the manner 
done, therefore, punishment deserves to be set aside. There 
are various other grounds raised by the claimant but during 
the course of final argument it was conceded by the 
authorized representative that he will confine his arguments 
only on the point of competency of the authority Which 
has inflicted the punishment upon the claimant, was argued 
therefore, there appears no need to give further 
factual details raised by the claimant in his statement of 
claimant. 

5. Lastly it is prayed that the punishment being 
passed by an authority which was not competent to do so, 
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therefore, the punishment imposed upon the claimant is 
liable to be set aside. 

6 . The claim of the claimant was contested by the 
opposite party on a number of grounds hut factual position 
of the case is confined only up to the extent of the 
competency of the authority which has awarded 
punishment. It is stated that Regional Manager (Branches) 
is a duly appointed disciplinary authority in terms of 
administrative order dated 11-9-98, passed the Chairman 
and Managing Director and circulated vide head olTice 
circular dated 8-10-98. The Chief Officer is the duly 
appointed disciplinary authority in terms of administrative 
order dated 21-6-2000 passed by the L-xccutive Director as 
Principal Officer of the bank and circulated to all the 
branches vide circular dated 23-6-2000. It is absolutely 
incorrect to allege that the punishment of warningJias been 
enhanced in to stoppage of one increment. All the 
contention raised by the claimant in reply to the show 
cause notice have duly been considered by the disciplinary 
authority before effecting final punishment on the claimant. 
The c(Mitention contrary to the above raised by the claimant 
are denied vehemently. Lastly it is prayed that the claim of 
the claimant is liable to be rejected being devoid of merit. 

7. The opposite party along with the reply they filed 
charge sheet dated 9-10-99 in original which is paper no.8/ 
X proposed punishment order dated 30-1 -2001 in original 
which is paper no.8/4-5, final order dated 14-3-2001 paper 
no.8/6-9, AppeHate order dated6-6-2001 paper no.8/10-12. 
Apart from above the opposite party vide list dated 
7-1-2005 have also filed 52 documents paper no. 13/1-13. 
These documents are the exhibited documents and have 
been filed before the enquiry by the management. Register 
in which inquiry proceedings have been recorded have 
also been filed. 

8 . Whereas the claimant has examined himself as 
W.W. 1, management has examined its witness Sri V. N. Nigam 
asM.W.I. 

9. I have heard the arguments of the parties at length 
and have perused the records carefully. 

10. As I have found above that the representative for 
the claimant has conceded before the tribunal that he is 
not challenging the fairness of the inquiry but he will 
confine his arguments only on the point of appointment of 
disciplinary authority. Therefore, in view of it, I am not 
entering in to the merits of fairness of the inquiry, and 
accordingly it is held that the inquiry held by the opposite 
party against the claimant is just proper and fair, 

11. It was argued by the representative for the 
claimant that the Chief Officer has not been appointed a 
disciplinary authority by the Chairman and Managing 
Director of the bank, the show cause notice proposing the 
punishment and the final order of the punishment both 
passed by him are invalid and illegal. 
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12. Therefore, the short question to be decided is 
ether the punishment awarded to the claimant was 
Awarded by the competent disciplinary, authority. Both the 
ies have relied upon the banks circular dated 21 -6-2000 
ich is paper no.8/9-11. This is an administrative order 
ajssed by the Executive Director /Principal Officer. I would 
e to reproduce certain paragraphs of this order— 
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Whereas an order dated October 21,1988, was passed 
by the Chief Executive Officer of the Bank appointing 
disciplinary authority and appellate authority for the 
members of the award staff posted indifferent 
branches. 


at the Head Office and (4) Principal office nominated for 
the purpose. 

17.1 have examined the order dated 21 -6-2000 passed 
by the Executive Director / Principal Officer. This order has 
been passed as back as in the year 2000. This order has not 
been challenged any where either by the Chief Executive 
Officer or in any other proceedings. Nomination may be by 
even on the verbal directions of the Chief Executive Officer. 
This order also provides that the previous orders passed 
on 10-1-98 and 21st October 1988 stands superseded. 
Therefore, there is a legal presumption that this order has 
been passed by competent officer. 


Whereas consequent upon the merger of certain 
Regional Office with the Zonal Office as a part of the 
rationalization of the organizational structure of the 
bank, an order dated 10-1 -98 was passed by the Chief 
Executive Officer ofthe Bank appointing disciplinary 
authority or the members of the award staff posted 
in branches. 


13. Whereas consequent upon reorganization of the 
banks administrative structure and abolition of zonal tier 

as advised vide office notification no.dated 26-5-2000, 

it is necessary to change the disciplinary authority and 
appellate authority for the members of the award staff 
pcsted and working in different branches of the bank. 
Accordingly, I, in exercise ofthe powers conferred on me 
urder clause 19.14 of the settlement industrial dispute 
between certain banking companies and their workman 
dated 19th October 1966 as amended from time to time 
m ike the following appointment of disciplinary authority 
and appellate authority in supersession of the order dated 
K-1-98,21st October 1988 and earlier order passed in this 
cc nnection. 


14. Now the question is whether the executive 
director derived the powers lawfully in terms of clause 19.14 
)flthe settlement dated 19-10-66. 
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15. 1 would reproduce the provision of the clause 
. 14 ofthe Bipartite Settlement. It states likewise, the Chief 
Ei^ecutive Officer, or the Principal Officer in India of a bank 
an alternative officer of the Head Office or principal 
^ce nominated by him for the purpose shall decide which 
^icer (i.e. the disciplinary authority) shall be empowered 
take disciplinary action in the case of each office or 
sjtablishment. He shall also decide which officer or body 
her in status than the officer authorized to take 
ciplinary action shall act as the appellate authority to 
al with or hear and dispose off any appeal against orders 
dssed in disciplinary matters. 


18. Therefore, accordii g to the third part. Executive 

Director comes under the piir>dew of an alternate officer oi 
the Head Office Executive Director is the person who 
discharges all the function of the bank at the head office. 
Similarly the Executive Director has drawn his power from 
Para 19.14 of the dalcc: [9-10-66. Therefore, the 
contention of the opposite pMty that the disciplinary 
authority has been Igwfully empowered by the bank is 
tenable. Similar appointment of the appellate authority is 
lawful and there does not to be any breach of the 

provisions ofthe BPS as well as in the appointment of the 
ippellate authority, 

19. I have gone through the statement of both the 
witnesses adduced by both the parties. As I have already 
observed that the inquiry has not been found defective as 
there was no argument or contention in this respect before 
me even after specifically enquiring from the auth. 
Representative for the claimant, therefore, the claimant 
cannot take any advantage from the statement of W.W. I. 

20. Therefore, the contention raised by the claimant 
that the punishment imposed by the disciplinary authority 
as he was not competent to impose the punishment as he 
was not properly appointed is not tenable. 

21. Therefore in my considered view of the matter it 
is held that the punishment inflicted upon the claimant is 
just, fair and proper as it was inflicted upon by a validly 
appointed disciplinary authority. 

22. Therefore, considering over all facts, 
circumstances and evidence of the case, I am of the view 
that there is no illegality or perversity on the action ofthe 
bank and the workman has rightly been punished by the 
disciplinary authority, 

23. Accordingly it is held that the action of the 
management is just and fair and consequent upon the same 
the claimant is not entitled to any relief 


16. According to this the powers have been conferred 
or four officers viz. (l)The Chief Executive Officer, (2) The 
Fh incipal Officer in India of a Bank, (3) An alternate officer 


24. Reference is therefore, answered against the 
claimant and in favour of the opposite party. 

RAM PARKASH, Presiding Officer 
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27 3T^, 2012 

•gjT.aff. 1791.-3MfwfW3rf^JT^, 1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ 17 ^ 

^ ^ Pf4lvH4»T 3i^ ^3^ «+i4«t)l<ll’ ^ 41^, 

4 Plf^^ 4f oh’iO*^ ^<*hR 3tlsi)Pi«h 

^ ("^M 40/2006) 

y«t»lf?(cl 'hicil 16-4-2012 yi'<J 

^3Tf 8Tfl 

[^. T5^-12012/284/1996-3Tlf 3TR (4t-n)] 
^ Tm, ai^^TFT 

, NewJpelhi, the 27th April, 2012 

S.O. !79!,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 40/2006) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Kanpur now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Allahabad Bank and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
164-2012. 

[No. L-.I2012/284/1996-IR(B-U)] 
SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI RAM PARKASH, HJS, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL- CUM - LABOUR COURT, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 40 of 2006 

BETWEEN: 

Mohd. Mehatab Alam, 

Son of Mohd. Shaukat Ali, 

Resident of99/187, 

Begam Gunj, 

PS Bajaria, 

Kanghi Mohal, 

Kanpur. 

AND 

The Assistant General Manager, 

Allahabad Bank, 

Swarup Nagar, 

Kanpur. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government Mol, New Delhi vide 
notification No. L-12012/284/96-1R(B-II) dated 15-5-06, has 
referred the following dispute to this tribunal for its 
adjudication- 

2. Whether the action of the management of 
Allahabad Bank in terminating the service of Sri Mehtab 
Alam Driver/Peon with effect from 15-6-95 is legal and 


justified? If not to what relief the disputant concetp is 
entitled? 

3. In the instant case after the exchange of pleadings 
between the parties application paper no. 9/1 was came up 
for hearing on 23-9-11, but when the case was taken up 
none appeared from the side of the workman, therefore, 
the said application was rejected as not pressed, thereafter 
the case was fixed for the evidence of the parties. 

4. On 4-11-11 when the case was taken up for the 
evidence of the parties none appeared from the side of the 
workman nor any evidence was led in the case from the 
side of the claimant on this the management representative 
also submitted before the court that when there is no 
evidence from the side of the claimant, under these 
circumstances they also do not file any evidence. 
Thereafter the case was reserved for award. 

5. Considering the above circumstances of the case 
the tribunal is of the firm view that the claimant has palpably 
failed to adduce evidence in support of his case as also 
the tribunal is of the opinion that it is a case of no evidence, 
therefore, in the above circumstances it is held tharthe 
claimant is not entitled to claim any relief in the case and 
the reference is bound to be decided against the claimant 
and in favour of the management. 

6. Reference is answered accordingly. 

RAM PARKASH, Presiding Officer 

27 2012 

i792.-3t)^inr4i' 1947 (1947 

^14)'^ VKT 17 ^ 'Ji'KCi 44^ 

■ 4)44iKT ^ ■4 4’ 

■msEfT 11/2010) ^ y+lPVId ^ ^ 

27-4-2012 *111 

[U R^-40011/01/2010-aRT^ 3m (:^ ^] 
tW, 3Tfr<cblO 

New Delhi, the 27th April, 2012 

S.O. 1792.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 11/2010) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- cum- Labour 
Court, Chennai as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the General Manager (North) BSNL and their workman, 
which Avas received by the Central Government on 274-2012. 

[No. L40011/OI/2010-IR (DU)] 

RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BETORETHECENTIULGOVERNMENT 
IN0USrnUALTWBlJNAIXlJM-lJ^UR COURT, 
CHENNAI 

Friday, the 20th April, 20 12 
Pf-esent: A.N. JANARDANAN, Presiding Officer 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 11/2010 


[In thje matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
sub-section (1) and sub-section 2 (A) of Section 10 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between 
anagement of BSNL and their Workman] 


(d) of 

ofth( 

the\: 


BETWEEN 


SriN 


Kirupalan 


: 1 st Party/Petitioner 


Vs. 


general Manager (North): 2nd Party/Respondent 
t Sanchar Nigam Limited 
ai Telephones 
, Rajaji Salai 


The 
Bharin 
Che 
No. 

Cheriiai-600001 


Appearance: 

For the 1st Party/ 
Petit oner 
For t le 2nd Party/ 
Management 


Sri V. Ajoykhose, Advocate 
M/s. B. Mohan, Advocate 


AWARD 


The petitioner who joined service* under the 
Respondents as a Casual Labour on 1-8-1975 and 
regularized as Group “D” employee on 20-12-1979 was 
removed from service by order dated 12-10-2007 for 
unauthorized absence. He had already rendered 30 years 
of unblemished service. He stood promoted as Liftman on 
20-9-1980, promoted as LDC on 17-2-1987, promoted as 
Telecom Office Asstt. (General) on 9-9-1992, promoted as 
Senior Telecom Office Asstt. (G) on 1-05-1996 and 
promoted as Section Supervisor Officiating Asstt. (SSO) 
on 17-2-2003. In his entire career he never received any 
memo or punishment. He received appreciation from one 
and all. He was workaholic and punctual in work which 
did not require any supervision or control for being qarried 
out. Though affected with Hydrocele he could not avail 
remedy due to financial constraints in his big joint family. 
He had his four daughters, sister and mother-in-law apart 
from his wife, a chronic patient residing with him. His Sister 
and Mother-in-law died one after the other who had been 
taking care of his wife’s health and other domestic needs. 
Thereafter he himself had to take care of everything. He 
was put in mental and financial pressures and crisis and 
was forced to take leave on certain occasions to cope up 
with the adverse family circumstances. Though he sent 
letters when he had to take leave after April 2004, nine 
charge memos were issued to him by the Respondent 
alleging unathorized absence ultimately imposing 
punishment of reduction in pay by 2 stages for 3 years. He 
was also forced to take leave during October, November 
and December, 2005 due to continued adversity. He was 
allowed to rejoin duty after the leave periods only on 
satisfaction of the reasons for his inability to attend duty. 
However he was issued a Charge Memo for unauthorized 
absence without leave and intimation on ; 

(i) 10-10-2005 to 15-10-2005= 6 days 


The Centra! Government, Ministry of Labour and 
Emp oyment vide its Order No. L-40011/1/20 lO-IR(DU) 
datec 25-3-2010 referred the following Industrial Dispute 
to this Tribunal for adjudication. 


The schedule mentioned in that order is: 

“Whether the action of the management of General 
Manager (North), BSNL, Chennai in terminating the 
services of their workman Sri N. Kirupalan w.e.f 
12-10-2007 is legal and justified? If not, what relief 
the workman is entitled to?” 


Tribal 
to 

Advh 
the 


2. After the receipt of Industrial Dispute, this 
nal has numbered it as I.D. 11/2010 and issued notices 
h sides. Both sides entered appearance through their 
cates and filed their Claim and Counter Statement as 
dase may be. 


unna 


3. The averments in the Claim Statement bereft of 
cessary details are as follows : 


(ii) 25-10-2005 to 29-10-2005= 5 days ' 

(iiO 3-11-2005 to 24-11-2005= 22 days 
(iv) 27-ll-2005to31-12-2005= 35 days 

A one day enquiry was commenced and concluded 
holding the charged proved. Memo was issued treating 
the period as Dies Non which was without giving notice 
or calling for his explanation. His above leave was at a 
time when his wife became ill after the death of his Sister 
and Mother-in-law necessitating his having to take his 
wife to Hospital over and above his own Hydrocele 
problem. Over and above Dies Non for the very same 
misconduct he was removed from service on 12-10-2007. 
His appeal was rejected on 9-4-2008. ID raised having 
ended in a failure report the reference is occasioned. 
Extreme penalty of removal is illegal and unjust and the 
same is to be set aside. The Enquiry Officer should have 
allowed the petitioner to let in evidence in support of his 
case negation of which is against principles of natural 
justice vitiating the enquiry. Finding is biased and perverse. 
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There is no application of mind by the authorities. The 
explanation of the petitioner had neither been denied nor 
disputed. The authorities had taken into account new facts 
and the allegations which were not mentioned in the Charge 
Memo, behind his back, which is Hlegal and violative of 
principles of natural justice. His long unblemished record 
of service was not at all considered vitiating the 
punishment. Alleged unauthorized absence subsequent 
to the charge memo was relied on wiUiout any fresh charge 
memo or enquiry therefor. These extraneous factors 
weighed with the authorities to conclude a grave 
misconduct committed by the petitioner to impose 
shockingly disproportionate punishment. The action lacks 
bonafides amounting to factual and legal victimization 
apart from unfair labour practice and prohibited under 
Section-25(T) and punishment under Section-25(U) of the 
ID Act. The conduct of the Disciplinary Authority to have 
sought for opinion of higher authority to impose 
punishment is biased and malafide which is legally 
impermissible and unsustainable in law. Imposition of more 
than one punishment is especially liable to be interfered 
with under Section-11 A. While so, he attained the age of 
superannuation on 30-4-2009 and has been without 
employment thereafter. Hence he is to be given a paper 
reinstatement with all benefits with his entitlement for all 
terminal benefits including pension, arrears thereof with 
interests and costs. 

4. The Counter Statement averments briefly read as 
follows: 

Petitioner is only Senior Telecome Oprg. Asstt. and 
not a Section Supervisor. He had been proceeded against 
for similar misconduct even on earlier occasions which 
resulted in his termination of service. No intimation of 
absence was given by him and only because of that he 
was charge sheeted. Allowing to join duty after his 
unauthorized absence does not vest a right on him. 
Management adhered to the principles of natural justice 
and process of law. No explanation for the unauthorized 
absence was given by the petitioner despite due 
opportunity given. Punishment is commensurate to ftie 
gravity of the misconduct. Provisions of extant rules have 
been strictly adhered to by the Management. The claim is 
to be dismissed with costs. 

5. Points for consideration are; 

(i) Whether the termination of services of the 
petitioner w.e.f 12-10-2007 by the Management 
is legal and justified? 

(ii) To what relief the concerned workman is 
entitled? 

6 . Evidence consists of the testimony of WWl and 
Ex. W1 to Ex. W16 on the petitioner’s side and Ex. M1 to 
Ex. M6 on consent but with no oral evidence adduced on 
the Respondent’s side 


Points (1) & (ii) 

7. Heard with sides. Perused the records, documents 
and evidence. Contentions advanced on behalf of the 
petioner are squarely in terms of die averments in die Claim 
Statement. It is argued that die petitioner has had given 
intimation or letter w4ien he had to go on leave without 
applying for the same in advance which is due to his 
adverse family crisis including sickness of his wife who is 
a chronic patient and himself suffering from Hydrocele 
coupled with his financial constraints at his big joint family. 
There also supervened the unexpected death of his sister 
and mother-in-law who had been residing with him 
attending on his sick wife. The reasons for his absence 
have not been disputed or denied. He has had undisputed, 
unblemished service of 32 years. In the meantime he 
superannuated by 30-04-2009. He has never been 
indifferent in his duty. It was due to his inability to give an 
explanation then and there dlat he did not do so which he 
has fairly cdfeceded before the Enquiry Officer Of the two 
enquiries he had already disclosed his adverse 
circumstance in the earlier enquiry. His absence once after 
having been treated as Dies Non meaning No Woric; No 
Pay is no longer to be visited with any other punishment. 
Due to unavoidable and compelling reasons he has had to 
remain absent without applying in advance for leave but it 
was after having given intimation or sent letters. His 
conduct of having absented without advance leave is not 
to be stretched to too a blameworthy conduct for imposing 
the impugned punishment of removal from service 
forfeiting a part of his terminal benefits. He is.to be 
reinstated and allowed to superannuate on 30-4-2009 with 
entitlement for all terminal benefits including pension and 
pension arrears with interest and costs. 

8 . Contra arguments on behalf of the Respondent 
are that there has not been any forfeiture of his retiral 
benefits. What is disallowed is his service rendered prior 
to his absorption in BSNL from being reckoned with for 
pension. His reasons by way of explanation for his,conducf 
were without any details regarding his constraints and 
were non-speaking so as to convince the management 
regarding his difficulties. It shows his attitude towards 
the management. Whether they are genuine or bonafiide 
reasons were not brought home. For an earlier similar 
misconduct there was jui enquiry held in which after 
finding him guilty of misccmduct he was punished with a 
lenient punishment with stoppage of increment against 
which no appeal was preferred. In the second enquiry 
after granting the time sought for also there was no reply. 
Hence, the enquiry was started. He cannot say that he has 
had no chance to participate in the enquiry. The enquiry 
was held on 29-3-2006 and not on 24-8-2006 as deposed to 
bybim. No much indulgence needs to be given to petitioner. 
His explanations had been available to him even from the 
inception, if they are true, which he is projecting now as 
an afterthought. His 32 years of unblemished service is 
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not a premium for his misconduct. No credence can be 
given to his version. It is an instance of mere pleading 
with jio proof of the alleged crucial aspects. 

9. Reliance was placed on the following decisions 
on behalf of the petitioner in : 

KRUSHNAKANT. B. PARMAR VS. UNION OF 
INDIIa AND ANOTHER (2012-3-SCC-i 78) wherein 
Supn me Court held “17. If the absence is the result of 
comp elling circumstances under which it was not possible 
to report or perform duty, such absence cannot be held to 
be willful. Absence from duty without any application or 
prior permission may amount to unauthorized absence, 
but it does not always mean willful. There may be different 
ljualities due to which an employee may abstain from 
including compelling circumstances beyond his 
bl like illness, accident, hospitalization, etc., but in 
Ithe employee cannot be held guilty of failure of 
on to duty or behavior unbecoming of a government 


even 

duty, 

contrl 

such 

devo^i' 

serv; 


ant 


the 


THE 
INDII 
OTHI 
“28. 
CCSV 
was) 
of pu|i 
the c 
and 
harsH 
as tq 
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would 
with it 
decisi 
defia 1 
fromp 
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EXE 
ADM 
PRES 
CO 


:hairman-cum-managing director, coal 

\LTD. vs. MUKULKUMARCHOWDHURYAND 
ERS (2009-IV-LLJ-672) wherein Supreme Court held 
Applying the doctrine of proportionality and following 
, VENKA TACHALIAH, J. (as His Loidship then 
{observed: “The question of the choice and quantum 
ishment is within the jurisdiction and discretion of 
^urt martial. But the sentence has to suit the offence 
offender, It should not be vindictive or unduly 
It should not be so disproportionate to the offence 
sock the conscience and amount in itself to 
dlusive evidence of bias. The doctrine of 
^rtionality, as part of the concept of judicial review, 
ensure that even on an aspect which is, otherwise, 
the exclusive province of the court martial if the 
on of the court even as to sentence is an outrageous 
ce of logic, then the sentence would not be immune 
orrection. Irrationality and perversity are recognized 
ids of judicial review”. 


JAGI >ISH SINGH VS. PUNJAB ENGINEERING COLLEGE 
AND, OTHERS (2009-III-LLJ-373) wherein Supreme Court 
held ‘Absence-Unauthorized absence- Disproportionate 
punis hment- Major punishment of dismissal from service 
imposed on petitioner after receipt of report of inquiry 
officer that workman is guilty of alleged charge of 
unau horized absence-Not acase of habitual abscnteeism- 
Absence due to problem in daughter’s family-Having 
regal d unblemished record of appellant punishment 
imposed by Disciplinary Authority modified to stoppage 
of two increments with cumulative effect.” 


MADRAS FERTILIZERS LTD. REPRESENTED BY ITS 
CUTIVE DIRECTOR (PERSONNEL AND 
INISTRATION), MANALI, CHENNAI VS. 
IDING OFFICER, 1ST ADDITIONAL LABOUR 
T, CHENNAI AND ANOTHER (2006-III-LLJ-123) 


UR' 
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the Hon’ble High Court of Madras held "For Continuous 
absence of workman from duty - Health condition of 
workman known to management - Discharge of workman, 
not proper - Award of Labour Court in favour of workman, 
merited no interference”. 

The judgment of the High Court of Madras dated 
12-8-2008 in Writ Appeal No. 801 /2008 and NB No. 1 /2008 
rendered by the Hon’ble Mr. Justice S.J. Mukhopadhyaya 
(as his Lordship then was) and Hon’ble Mr. Justice 
Dhanabalan it was held “We are not inclined to accept 
such a submission of the TNSTC, as no person can ask 
for prior leave if he falls ill, as the illness does not come 
giving notice to a person”. 

10. On an analysis of the entire facts and 
circumstances of the case and the rival contentions 
advanced on either side and having due reference to the 
decisions relied on behalf of the petitioner! am led to the 
conclusion that the punishment of removal is illegal and 
unjust. There is an element of double jeopardy m inflicting 
the punishment over and above treating the periods of 
absence as being "Dies Non The enquiry also cannot 
be said to be fair and proper. There is violation of principles 
of natural justice resulting in the enquiry being vitiated. 
Petitioner has had long unblemished record of service 
which should have weighed consideration with the 
Management for a lesser punishment. The punishment is 
shockingly disproportionate to the gravity of the 
misconduct too. Needle.ss to say the punishment is liable 
to be set aside and the petitioner is to be ordered to be 
reinstated into service and deemed to have continued till 
30-4-2009 on which date he attained the age of 
superannuation and it is so ordered. 

11. Resultantly the petitioner is ordered to be deemed 
reinstated into service forthwith w e.f. the date of his 
removal and deemed to have continued in service till 
30-4-2009 without back wages but with continuity of 
service and all other attendant benefits together with his 
entitlement for the tenninal benefits in full including 
pension counting the period prior to absorption under 
BSNL and arrears thereof but with no interest and costs. 

12. The reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the PA, transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on 
this day the 20th April, 2012) 

A. N. JANARDANAN, Presiding Officer 
Witnesses Examined: 

For the 1 st Party/Petitioner : W W i, Sri N. Kirupalan 
For file 2nd Parly/Respondent : None 

Documents Marked: 

On the Petitioner’s side 
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Ex.Na 

Date 

Description 

FxWl 

264-1989 

Certificate of training course 
issued by the Department of 
Telecommunication 

EX.W2 

3-1-2007 

Certificate of training course 
issued by the NUT. 

E\.W3 

28-12-2001 

Certificate of training course 
issued by BSNL 

ExW4 

11 -1-2002 

Certificate of training course 
issued by BSNL 

ExW5 ' 

21-10-2005 

Order treating the period from 
10-10-2005 to 15-10-2002 as 
dies-non 

FxW6 

8-11-2005 

Order treating the period from 
25-10-2005 to 29-10-2005 as 
dies-non 

EX.W7 

26-11-2005 

Order treating the period from 
3-11-2005 to 24-11-2005 as 
dies-non 

Ex.V/8 

8-3-2006 

Notice of enquiry 

ExW9 

29-3-2006 

Proceedings of the enquiry 

EX.W10 

12-10-2007 

Order removing the 1st Party 
from service 

Ex-Wll 

26-12-2007 

Appeal filed by the 1st Party 

EX.W12 

26-3-2008 

Order passed by the Appellate 
Authority in the Appeal 

EX.W13 

94-2008 

Letter communicating the order 
passed by the Appellate 
Authority in the appeal 

EX.W14 

8-8-2008 

Appeal filed by the 1st Party 
the Chief General Manager 
(North) 

EX.W15 

12-8-2008 

Order declaring to consider the 
review petition filed by the 1 st 
Party 

EX.W16 

20-5-2005 

Previous Enquiry Report 

On the Management's side 

Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

Ex. Ml 

26-5-2005 

Forwarding letter of enquiry 
report of earlier disciplinary 
proceedings held against 1st 
Party 

Ex. M2 

10-6-2005 

Reply of 1st Party to letter 
dated 26-5-2005 

Ex. M3 

26-7-2005 

Punishment order passed on 
the 1st party on the earlier 


occasion 


EX.JM4 6-1-2006 Memorandum of Charges 

issued on the second 
occasion to 2nd Party 

Ex.M5 17-1-2006 Reply-cum-request for 

extension of time by 2nd Party 
on Memo of Charges dated 
06-01-2006 

jEx.M6 18-1-2006 Order by 2nd Party granting 

time to 1st party as requested 

27 31^, 2012 

1947.(1947 

^ 14) ^ ^ 17 ^ ^ 

■aFter ^ wn 04 / 2000 ) ^ 

^ ^ 4 ^ 26-4-2012 ^ W 13TT 8111 

[U T^-41012/250/99-31^ 3TR (^-1)] 

New Delhi, the 27th April, 2012 

S.O. 1793.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (I.D. No. 04/2000) 
of Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Kota as shown 
in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
management of Western Railway and their workmen, 
received by the Central Government on 26-4-2012. 

[No. L41012/250/99-IR (B-l)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

?BteT/^^/ito/TT3r./tih5i^ aifiliftuV# uw 
WfttlT, U<ib<UI 

^./^■i^''U/-4/2000 
iFWfiRT : 17-2-2000 

wn: w TSR^fJK, M ^ 3^1^ Tfen 

41012/250/99-a^3TR(^-l) % 15-12-99 

3rrT»f?f «?Tn 10 ( 1 ) ( ^ ) 
aftaiPw siftriwT, 1947 
im 

.3TOT*ff 
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0**11^>iIh 4»T 4»1 Pici tw» I 5 ^ 

3lh ** gir4’^<fHg TFi^T ^vrsm 

2010 116’' ^ Pb*ll m 1 

^ UfdMlf^d "W1^ ^ <i»4^k tiiPW *1^ ^ 

^ 12 4»«il«S< ^ 240 ^ I ^ 

^•T' ^ Pl^^4 I 5til yi^ii ><<t> 3^^ 

“H<R16MW WT ^pRR 3inr ^fo5«(f-(2{)00)3 
58* ^ Tifipnf^ 

W1^^+4+K^ 3fwpft^TH*?! 

^ 3P^ ^ ^ 3wmr W^m ^ <Hi^4 3ii ^ 

^TOinrr xiki ^<4 ^»t ®lcii ^ 1 

7 . mi ”3^ ^ ^^iraWqf ^ "3^ ^ 

^B^hm. ^ 4f^ Wl4»K ^ TlPIT 

& ^ nR(hr araiMf ^ 3jk ^ ^ 

4i 44»U % ^ “JTR^ 13 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^Pff i I 
4»44 h< 3N^^^4.mR>M(I 4^ 

^ W# ^ ^ 9lfiRFr ^^#^RFFT|f 

a^mr ^ "3^ '^irai 1 1 ^5^'sif#WT'^#'3'l^*iff 

^ W «ff am: ■ 3 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 25-^^^ 

^ "qm!*!! ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ itm 1 ^ anip# 

WB^-m Pbb i w i ^ ; 

3m?f 3 ^ ^«?^04 ^ ^ «IFn ^ 

^ nl ■qi VT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

1^51 3imyq4> iql ^n# ^ ^ 1 

to! t^. 1 TnMf ^ 260 ^ ^ ^ 

^ t aqff^ ^ ^ w 1^ xmi^wm^fvrm 
<^<airM4>l< l, ^ ^ +wld^ ■^’ ^ 4W'« ^ 

an«m "qr ^ipn ^irmr ^«wm 1 1 am:"^*^ ^ 

^ ■mf^ ■qi^ ^ ^ 1 1 arapff % -3^ wi^ar ^ifMt 
^ t. aiTO ■qw BiT 39^t, ■qr^ 
Tiwf aiT qr ^ ^Nt araP? aar aiw ftiai 'aiqi 

3 raj 2 qi^’ ^ i ! am: Tiwf ailf aigcfta W5T a>T^ an 
q^‘ terai a^ ^rft^ 1^ 1 

qiqaq^ snr ^ 4cO<rilf a«B ^ a^ 
♦a i alHujaT '4' ufdqif^d ftwff ar aaa i^a aaia# ar 
anat ^ 70^ a wrat an al aft?ft^ 1 

9 . aia a^cia) araf a^ta ^ araraf ^ a^ 29-6-84 

^ 15--9-85 aa? wimRan^^an^Ramit,'5a^aa^^‘ 


2 # apq •?pa»R, aia aamra an awPri amf 
afif^ f "3^ air i % asRm ^ at«ff a^fajR ^ 
29-6-84 ^ 15-9-85 aa* ana 1 «f^ an^ a*a ail "^al^R 
aiT 1^ f I amnai 3m?f '^.i aa^ a>l 

air ^ 1^ am a^rtf al 20-7-84 ^ 20-6-85 aar amf 

an260 1^ am mia 1^>m "apn aa>3 alai^^ 1 sm: 9ia 
aanara ^ aroq^ar aiaf afa^ ^ aai a^pe sro a^ga 
aqftmfa <n»i«i 3m?f ^1 ^ ^a^am apfl-aifaai^^ 
and 11m aial m^tma ml i^ aaifm ^ aa^ tro 

a?i^®5T a4 2401^ ^a l^ar ^ aa ^ a«i ail anilpimf^ 

msRRa aiq^anailf snaRq^'i il^'jf^al wiaa?! 
T?^ I a aa?f ^sap^ 2 aaft-affa ^ 1 1 

10 . 3Ta am ^ 1^ an 1m am araf anfan^ ml 
^ aarm am m anImR ^ ^ a^ ■am ma aR 

a^qna=a ■^’■a?«if anImR ail ^ ^ ■^31^ an aili^ 3TT^ 
i lv ( h^ 7 faa i aai i'(^a ■qi ^ ail^ an^ a^aralail ^ 
^ % ifm am t 1 ^aai ■am 3warpi aral afa?^ aa?l 
■wi^ 2a^an^3qft*ifeTfw^aa?f'qa- 1 11'a^lW 
anImR ail a^f 85 aziai ■am t al mflaa 12-13 ■mei am 
«Ri ail^ mi4cfi8l q^‘ 1^ am fH ^^ramar ail aai 
^^f^m4mRqaa^^l^T^ma^'4'3m^1qalaq^ ala 
qwftr q^‘ m an?m amn aifq-c^m m. sram al ml^ «il 
^iWiR ^a1^ 13 a^^mal a(m1aam1aaia^33T^^^’^ 
qi^ a? ^ dtmid ■^ 1aaia ail <wi^9i tamfail aHr^ 

a? al aPT 1^ aam ■^ ma^ an aam q^ 1^ am 
1^ ^ ma-ma ararsH ■a^ ■s^ ■qqftam ^mr am 
aqaTsfl ^ 1^-1^ 9M m m4a( ftq 1 ail 4^ ^ 
^55^ TR ^ ■^ im aR 1^ ■m araf ^ ^ araa ail^ Mtm 
al m i 4a i V) ■ml 4 mlq^ 1^ ■4" wf aral armi aRai ■! 
1^8 4aRl ^ aM 4 am ■^f^ m4’ 4 i^nanaa q4 ^ am 
■qa^ ar ■a^ ana aRar m a4’ 4 aial 4 i^a 
TR ^fqm ^ 44 aftm 4 ■^m 4f ana mrar m 1 ^ 
Wm ■ 4 * q4 ^ 1m ■g^ mil' ^zim am 1 3m: aiaf 4 ^ 
■514 srfammil' 4 m? ■qara 4aT 11m ■qral ml 1m4 
30^ 4 ■:fla4 ■^ q4‘■jam am T^a m4 ^ 4 ^4mR 
14aT 1m ■q^ ail^ fdfea aq^ q4' ■am 1 fam 3TanaT 

apff ail 4 g^a am ■504 araa ail^ 3Tiqtq -m 

l9imiaa3m44^Raafml4,^ 43iT4^^TmRlma[t t 
am:'J^m^4^daqRm1mT4?344aTaa4a i3a4amail^ 
mpfai^ q4' mrar ^ am an ■4am 11m aT4 a ^ 4 
31514 4 ■am mpl m4 ■^ 1q^ 4 afl 1 ■4a 304 ml ^ 4 
3 nq 1 q 74 44 aR^ w aiaa 144 4 ■aT4 m^lmR m 
sTfvmRl 4 ■Ra^ "ail^ an4o4 ad 4, ■'tm 4 ailf a*a Riimi 
q4‘ aRarm 1 3mT4 4 aaiF d ■d' a? 

aiaq Imm 1m ?rfam 4 m4 w qaf4m ■4aT m 

qm'4^44m44 3Tgqf^Tmn mam 4am3 trio4 
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^ cT^ Rlfw "I 3TPT5 ^ 31^ eldl "t "Risif 
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^ ^ ^ ^ I 3RT: ^ ■5n8ff 4)4=hR 
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Rt f^rft, 27 3T^, 2012 

^,3R. 1794.-^lR!ni<+) fRRK 3TfRfwi, 1947 ' l^i47 
14 J Rfi RRT I 7 ^ R^RR'l R, TRRiR MRcRr ^ 
•-^jr ■.^- w. Rr^ pHRMRiT sfR 4)M4 >rT ^ RTR. 

R'TRR R fRf^ 3fmWi' fRRTR R RTR2T Pi4) 

: r'^j i-.-HTT Rl Rrr [ R^R Ris^T CGITA ol' 149/2004 


(New) ITC 26/1999(Old)] rR y+lFvw RWt t, ^ 

RTRJR rR 26-4-2012 rR RTR ^371 «RI 

[R. R^-12012/216/98-37lf 3TR (^-I)] 
tR?! fW, "^^RT RfRRJRt 

New Delhi, the 27th April, 2012 

S.O. 1794.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award [Ref. No. CGITA 
of l49/2004(New) ITC 26/1999(01d)] of the Central 
Government Industrial TribunaUcum-Labour Court 
Ahmedabad as shown inthe Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the management of State Bank of Ind i a 
and their woricmen, received by the Central Government 
on 264-2012. 

[^^o. L-l2012/2l6/98-IR{B-I)] 
RA MESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXHRE 

BEFORE THE C£r<rRAl.GOVERNMEN1 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNALCUM-LABOUR COURT, 
AHMEDABAD 

PRESENT 
Binay Kumar Sinha, 

Presiding Officer, 

CGIT-cum- Labour Court, 

Ahemedabad, Dated 10-4-2012 

Reference: CGITA of 149 of2004 (New) 

Reference: ITC 26/1999 (Old) 

1 he Dy. General Manager, 

State Bank of India, 

ZonalOffice, Gandhinagar. .First Parly 

And their workman 

Shri Natvarbhai C. Parmar 
At present. House No. 12, 

Gayatri Row House, Nr. Water Tank, 

Nr, Anand Vihar, East Region, Kalol, 

Gandhinagar. ....Second Party 

For the first party Shri Bhushan K. Oza, Advocate, 

For the second party Shri S.S. Shah. Advocate 

AWARD 

As per order dated 7-1-1999 the Appropriate 
Govemment/Ministry of Labour/Shrain Mantralaya, Shram 
Shakti Bhawan, Rafi Marg, New Delhi by notification No. 
L -12012/216/98-1R (B-l) in exercise of power conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act. 1947 referred the 
dispute to the Industrial Tribunal Ahmedabad for 
adjudication, formulating the terms of reference under the 
schedule a-s follows :— 





SCHDEULE 

“Whether the action of the management of State 
Bank of India, Gandhinagar is justified in terminating 
the services of Shri Natvar C. Parmar w.e.f 01-5-1997 
without following the procedure of retrenchment 
etc.? If not, what relief the concerned workman is 
entitled for?” 

2. Both parties appeared to make contest in this case 
by filing statement of claim and the written statement. 

3 . The case of the second party workman as per 
statement of claim at Ext. 9 is that the workman was serving 
in the first party bank since many years and since 
December, 1989 he was serving as Peon- cum- Messenger 
He was serving honestly, faithfully and with his hard work. 
He temporarily served as Peon-cum-Messenger and the 
Bank Manager of State Bank of India has issued certificates 
to that effect. But suddenly he was terminated through an 
oral order dated 1-5-1997 illegally without issuance of any 
kind of show cause notice, Such action on part of the 
management of Bank is against the principle of natural 
Justice and also as per violation of the provision of 25 F of 
the ID Act. Further case is that he was getting Rs. 2400 per 
month along with annual bonus of Rs. 3000 from the Bank, 
The period of service as well as working days are described 
for the concern years- 1990 six months, 1991-120 days, 
1992-110 days, 1993-274days, 1994-90days, 1995-1996 
199 days (from 4-10-1995 to 19-4-1996), 1996-1997 115 days 
(from 1-11-1996 to 30-4-1997). Further case is that he 
(workman) was doing service in the employment of the 
State Bank of India at its Kadi Branch and Kalol Branch. 
Further case is that even on his complete working days of 
240 days in the year 93-96 he was terminated through oral 
order without giving any notice pay cr retrenchment 
compensation. Further case is that pleaders notice (legal 
notice) was issued to the management of bank on 3-1 -1998 
demanding for his reinstatement in the service of the Bank 
with the remuneration and has also laid claim of the amount 
of Rs. 28,800 from 1 -5-1997 up to 30-5-2002 on 12 months 
basis for 48 months claiming total amount 1, i 5,200, On 
these grounds prayer has been made lor his reinsiatcinent 
with back wages of 86,400 after deducting the amount of 
Rs. 28,800 for the days loose from 8-2-2000 to 16-2-2000 as 
per order passed by the tribunal in Misc, Application No. 
6/2000 in ITC 26/99 by Ext. 4 wherein the reference case 
had been restore to its original file after setting aside the 
dismissal order of the reference. 

4, The case of the first party management as per written 
statement at Ext. 12 pleading inter-alia is that the reference 
is not maintainable, the workman has no cause of action 
to raise the dispute, facts stated at para 1 and 2 of the 
statement of claim are not correct. It has been denied that 
the workman was doing service in the Bank since 
December, 1989, it has been denied that the Bank had 
terminatedthe workman orally w.e.f 1-5-1997. It is the case 
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of the first party that the workman was not permanent 
employee of the Bank rather was daily rated worker and 
that he never completed 240 days of work in calendar year 
in 1993-I99fr^and so there was no question for issuing 
notice under section 25 (F) of ID Act and no provision in 
this regard has been breached by the Request of the 
workman through legal notice for making order to pay 
outstanding salary amount of Rs. 1,15,200 for 48 months 
is illegal, unreasonable and without any basis. Further 
case is that the work related to the Bank is having various 
branches in Gujarat state and allover country and having 
its head office at Mumbai and having local head office in 
Gujarat at Lai Darwaja in Ahmedabad and there also 
subordinate zonal office of this local head office and all 
branches of the State bank of concerned area are 
subordinate to the zonal office. The number of permanent 
employee of various branches of the bank have been fixed 
and accordingly different type of permanent employee 
such as Peon, Watchman, Clerk, Officers and Managers 
are doing work therein. Generally bank recruits employee 
on permanent basis only after publishing public notice in 
daily newspaper and name of the candidates filled through 
employment exchange office and after getting examination 
of such employee in writing and arranged oral interview of 
passed candidate then successful candidates with rank 
are recruited in various branches as per requirements. But 
the workman was never given permanent designation and 
he was not appointed through liank’s Rules and 
Regulations. Rather when any concern branch of the Bank 
in case of leave of permanent employee on such post 
Hamal, Peon and Watchman or in case of creation ol 
miscellaneous work in view of exigency of other work then 
the Bank simply employed some employees in stop gap 
arrangement and accordingly the first party bank had 
employed the workman as routine employee on probation 
on necessity in Kalol and Kadi branch of SBl and the 
workman was employed on necessity whenever arises for 
daily remuneration of Rs. 15 and sometime the workman 
was doing work as temporary messenger in place of 
absence of permanent employee and for his work he has 
been paid salary in respect of pay scale from time to time 
or has been paid payment for the days whatever the work 
as a routine employee. Further case is that since after 
30-4-1997 the first party Bank has had no necessity for 
work of the workman and so the workman has not been 
called for work either on probation basis or as daily worker. 
On these scores prayer has been made to dismiss the 
reference with cost since claim of the workman for his 
reinstatement and backwages and consequential benefits 
are all illegal and unjustified. 

5. Following issues are taken up for discussions 
and determination in view of the pleadings of the parties. 

ISSUES 

(I) Is the reference maintainable? 


26,2012M^ 5, 19.34 
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(II) 


(III) 


(IV) 


Has the workman got valid cause of action 
to raise Industrial Dispute? 

Whether the workman has completed 240 days 
of work in calendar year preceding his 
termination w.e.f. 1 -5-1997? 

Whether the workman (second party) 
entitled to the relief as claim? 

(V) What orders are to be passed? 

FINDINGS 

ISSUE NO. Ill 

e second party workman has adduced oral and 
umentary evidence in support of his claim the workman 
itvarbhai C. Parmar examined in oral evidence at Ext. 16 
osing that he was doing service as messenger in State 
nk of India, Kadi Branch since December, 1989 he also 
^rked at Kalol Branch, State Bank of India as messenger, 
wever admitting that post was temporary but stated 
t he was doing service honestly, faithfully and with 
d work. He was not given any show cause notice from 
Bank for his termination but suddenly he was 
^inated w.e.f. 1 -5-1997. He was not given notice pay. At 
time of termination his monthly salary was Rs. 2400 he 
0 claimed that he was getting Rs. 3,000 as bonus, further 
osed that bank has issued him certificates for his work 
he has submitted the same in this case. His further 
vjidence is that he has raised dispute in this reference for 
reinstatement and for salary of loosing days and he is 
^dy to go for service in the Bank on his reinstatement. 

further deposed that he is not doing any work and 
r^sently he is unemployed. During cross-examination by 
lawyer of the first party Bank, it has come that his work 
s of temporary nature the workman in his evidence 
ring cross-examination admitted that he was not 
pjpointed as per rules of the Bank and that he was 
loyed on work as per necessity of the Bank on daily 
ger or scale. He further stated that he sent notice to the 
4nk under Rule 10 (5) wherein also shown and that notice 
tain his signature at Ext. 10. He further deposed that in 
notice he has shown working days of 365 days in the 
r 1996 but admitting that there is no any certificate 
rented by the Bank to that effect. He further deposed 
t he has shown work of 274 days in the year 1993 but 
has no documentary evidence to that effect. He admitted 
ing cross-examination that he maintained his family 
ough miscellaneous labour worlds since after termination 
he is getting 1,200 per month through casual labour 

I irks. On behalf of the first party Bank no oral or 
cumentary evidence has been adduced for discarding 
claim of the second party workman for denying the 
im of the workman, as per written statement at Ext. 12 
behalf of the second party workman some documents 
e been filed with list at Ext. 19. Ext. 19/1 is the certificate 
rhnted by Branch Manager of Kadi Branch that the 
(frkman Natvarbhai C. Parmar has worked on daily wages 
is for about 6 months on different occasions in 1990 
anjd 1991 showingtotal number of days of employment in 


1990, 90 days, total number of days of employment in 1991 • 
120 days. Ext. 19/2 is anothercatificateofBranch Manager, 
Kadi Branch that the workman has worked in the Branch' 
on daily wages basis for 6 months on different occasions 
in 1990. Ext. 19/3 is the certificate issued by Chief Manager 
of Kalol Branch of SBI to the effect that workman 
(Natvarbhai C. Parmar) has served as a temporary 
messenger for 99 days during the period from 4-10-1995 to 
19-4-1996 at this branch. Ext. 19/4 is another certificate 
granted by Chief Manager of SBI, Kalol Branch (District 
Mehsana). It is to the effect that the workman has served 
as temporary messenger for 115 days from 1-11-1996 to 
30-4-1997 at this branch. No any certificate has been filed 
on behalf of the workman to show his working days in the 
year 1993 in which the workman has claimed that he 
completed more than 240 days of work. From going 
through the oral evidence of the workman at Ext. 16 and 
the documentary evidence at Ext. 19/1 to 19/4 it appears 
that the certificate issued by the first party Bank is for the 
year 1990-1991,1995-1996 and 1996-1997 up to 30-4-1997 
there is no any certificate garding the working days of the 
workman in the year 1993 but there is oral evidence in 
support of his claim that he worked for more than 240 days 
in the year 1993. More so, calculating the period of work 
for 1995-1996 taking up to average days of work of 22 days 
for November and December-1996 from Ext. 19/4 the total 
woriting days during the 95-96 comes to more than 240 
days that also go to support the pleadings together with 
evidence of the workman that he completed more than 240 
days of work in the year 1996. As per Ext. 19/5, it is proved 
to this extent that interview letter dated 30-12-1991 was 
issued to the workman at his address at Post Kadi, Distt- 
Mehsana calling him for interview on, 8-6-1992 at 10.30. 
am for recruitment in the Bank this interview letter also 
speaks that the interview letter was issued to the workman 
since he had performed temporary works in the Bank. This 
letter was issued from Zonal Office of the SBI, Gandhinagar, 
this interview letter at Ext. 19/5 also speaks in favour of 
the workman’s claims that though he had not been 
appointed as per rules and regulations ofthc Bank, but he 
was continuing in temporary service of messenger as per 
certificate issued by the Bank of Kadi Branch and Kalol 
Branch. From scrutinizing the oral and documentary 
evidence on behalf of the workman side it appears that 
initial onus has been discharged by the workman that he 
completed 240 days of work in the calendar year preceding 
his oral termination w.e.f. 1-5-1997. 

7. As against this there is only pleading of the first 
party Bank as Ext. 12 in denial that the workman never 
completed 240 days of work in any calendar year. Whereas 
the onus had shifted upon the first party Bank to disprove 
the position by producing the relevant documents viz the 
vouchers, attendance register, muster roll etc that the 
workman and never completed 240 days of work in any 
calendar year. The denial as per pleadings is not 
substantive piece of evidence. 





[1^11—^00^300] 
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8 . The second party w<nrkman filed as per his written 
argument at Ext. 23 in Gujuati and thereafter also filed 
written argument in English at Ext. 24 <m behalf of the first 
party, its lawyer Shri B.K. Ozahas relied upon die case law 
reported in 2006 (I) LLJ Siqneme Court pi^e 268 in die 
case of Surendranagar Panchayat and another and 
Jethabhai Pitambhai regarding the Burden of Proof of 
completion 240 days service in one year. There is no dilute 
by stating this Shri B.K. Oza has also cited another case 
law of Hon*ble Supreme Court in a case of Range Forest 
Officer V/s. S.T. H^imani in 2002 -I- LLJ 1053 on the same 
point that the initial onus is upon the lyorkman that he 
completed 240 days of work. These two case laws are 
good laws that the actual onus is upon the woHcman side 
to prove that he completed 240 days of work in calendar 
year. From the evidence as discussed above it has come 
that the second party workman has successfully 
discharged the initial onus through oral and documentary 
evidence that he completed 240 days of work in calendar 
year. So, now the further onus to disprove such evidence 
of the workman is upon the management side (employer) 
by adducing evidence that the workman never completed 
240 days but the first party has not adduced oral evidence 
nor filed any documents to discard the claim and evidence 
of the workman side. On the other hand the second party 
workman side has relied upon the case law reported in 
201j9 Ub 1C 1803 (Bombay High Court) and 2010 Ub 1C 
(NOC) 168 Kamataka=2009 (6) AIR Karnataka R. 443, and 
2010 Lab IC (NOC) 895 Allahabad-2010 (3) AU 604 only first 
case law 2010 Lab iC 1803 appears to be applicable to die 
case of the second party workman whereas the subsequent 
case laws 2010 LAB IC (NOC) 168 Karnataka and 2010 LAB 
1C (NOC) 895 Allahabad are not applicable to the facts and 
circumstance'of the case. The second party has also relied 
upon a case law reported in 2010 (III) LU 564 Bombay 2009 
(MI) on point of Section 2 (s)that the Second party wcnkman 
comes under the definition of workman and also on point of 
Section 25 F that there was necessity for issuing 
retrenchment notice under Section 25 F of the ill Act against 
the workman and also on the point as to claim of 
reinstatement of the Second party workman due to violation 
of provision of Section 25 (F) of the ID Act. 

9. As per discussions made above, 1 am of the 
considered view that the second party workman has been 
able to prove that he was working in Kadi and Kalol Branch 
of SBl, DIstt-Mehsana as temporary messenger and has 
completed more than 240 days of work in the year 1993- 
1996. So, this issue is decided accordingly in favour of the 
workman. 

10. ISSUE NO. IV 

The learned counsel of second party workman has 
argued that since the workman completed 240 days of 
work in calendar year so there was requirement for issuing 
retrenchment notice or notice pay under provision of 


section 25 F of the I.D. Act but the management of first 
party Bank failed to comply with that provision and so the 
workman is entitled for his reinstatement to the status on 
which he was working prior to his termination. In this 
connection reliance has been placed upon a case law 
reported in 2010 LAB 1C (NCX!) 435 Bombay and LAB IC 
1105 Himachal Pradesh. On the other hand Shri B.K. Oza 
Learned counsel of the first party has argued that even if 
the workman is found to have completed 240 days of work 
in some calendar years, he as a matter, of right cannot 
claim for reinstatement because the status of workman is 
of daily rated worker who was getting wages on calculation 
of days of work in a month. Also that there is ho evidence 
on behalf of the workman diat he was getting other benefits 
other then daily rated wages at par with the permanent 
employee like bonus, increment etc. It has been further 
argued that at best the workman can get compensation due 
toncn-acmpltniaeoi^aDvdsEnofSection 25 (F) by the first 
party. In this regtffd the case law of the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court decided on 26, August, 2010 in Civil Appeal No. 3815 
of 2010 in the case of Senior Superintendent, Telegraph 
(Traffic) Bhopal V/s Santosh Kumfu* Seal reported in 2010 
(0) GLHEL-SC 48285 has been referred. The Hoij’ble Apex 
Court has held that relief of reinstatement and back wages 
to the workman who worked hardly for two or three years 
cannot be said to be justified and in stead of monitory 
compensation could subserve the ends of justice. . 

II. Upon consideration of this issue in view of the 
case law discesssed above, 1 am of the. considered view 
that the second party workman is not entitled for his 
reinstatement and back wages and other benefits in this 
case. In stead of he is found entitled for getting 
compensation from the first party Bank due to non- 
compliance of the provision of Section 25 (F) of the ID 
Act. Whereas he is completed 240 days of work for couple 
of year. Considering ail the facts and circumstances of the 
case an amount of Rs. 20,000 as compensation will meet 
the ends of justice. This issue is accordingly decided. 

12. ISSUE NO. I, II, V 

In view of the findings given to issue No.lll & IV in 
the forgoing paragraph, I further find and hold that the 
reference is maintainable and the second party workman 
has valid cause of action and the workman is entitled for 
compensation of Rs.20,000. 

This reference is allowed in part. 

Accordingly the terms of reference is answered in 
negative against the first party and the second party 
workman is found entitled for getting compensation of 
Rs. 20,000 from the first party. 

First party is directed to pay the compensation of 
Rs. 20,000 within 60 days of this award, failing which the 
amount of compensation will carry interest @ 9% per 
annum. 

This is my award. 

BIN AY KUMAR SIN HA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 30th April, 2012 

S.O. 1795. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
sranent hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. CGIT/ 
NGP 48/2004) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal/Labour Court, Nagpur now as shown in the 
Anne cure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in rel ition to the management of Central Bank of India 
and tieir workman, which was received by the Central 
Govenmenton 19-4-2012. 

[No. L-12012/1/2004-IR (B-H)] 
SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENlTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
NAGPUR 

No. CGIT/NGP/48 of 2004 
Date 19-3-2012 

Partjj No. 1 Regional Manager 

Central Bank of India, 

Regional Office,Victoria Bldg., 
Kamptee Road, Nagpur-440001 

V/s . 

Partjj No. 2 Shri Vitthal S/o. Shrawan Thengne 

R/o. Maregaon Post & Tah. 
Maregaon, Distt. Yavatmal, 
Maharashtra 

The record is put up today on the strength of the 
ce petition filed by the advocate for the petitioner 
the record on board. Copy of the application has 
krved on the advocate for the Centra! Bank of India. 


advatf 
to ta 
been 


with 
the a] 
BankI 
appli 
the 


ca: 


He 


2. Advocate for the petitioner and advocate for the 
bank^re present. The petitioner is also present in person. 

3. The petitioner has filed an application supported 
in affidavit for withdrawal of the reference. Copy of 
pplication has been served on the advocate for the 

who has made endorsement on the body of the 
i^ation itselfof having no objection for withdrawal of 
se. 


4, The case of the petitioner is that management of 
Central Bank of India has issued a communication for filling 


of the post in the bank, in which he was working and the 
bank has put a condition that the workmen whose cases 
are pending before the different courts should withdraw 
their case first for consideration of their application for 
absorption and in view of such communication, he has 
filed the application for withdrawal of the reference 
pending before this Tribunal. 

5. Perused the record. The Central Government has 
referred the Industrial Dispute for adjudication in regard 
to the legality or otherwise of the termination of the services 
of the petitioner orally in April 2003. As the petitioner has 
received the communication from the bank regarding filling 
of the post and in view the possibility of his absorption in 
service by the bank he wants to withdraw the case. The 
bank has also no objection for such withdrawal. Hence, in 
the interest of natural justice, I think it proper to allow the 
application filed by the petitioner for withdrawal of the 
case. Hence, it is ordered ;— 

ORDER 

The application filed by the petitioner is allowed. 
The reference be treated as withdrawn. The application 
filed by the applicant supported with affidavit and the 
copy of the documents filed along with the same be made 
part of the order. 

J. P. CHAND, Presiding Officer 

BEFORE THE HON’BLE P.O.CGIT, NAGPUR 
Ref No. 48/2004 
Central Bank of India 
Vs. 

Vithal Thengre 

APPLICATION FOR TAKING 1 HE CASE ON 

TODAY’S BOARD & PERMISSION TO 

WITHDRAW THE CASE BE GRANTED 

The Party-No. 2 workman submits as under: 

1. That the above matter is fixed for 5-12-11 for 
argument on merit of the w orkman (Cross) 

2. That the Party No. 1 management has issued a 
communication for filling of the post in the Bank in which 
the workman was working. However they have put a 
condition that the workman whose case is pending before 
the different Courts. They should withdraw their cases 
first. Then only their application would be consider 

3. In view of this workman wants to withdraw hi.s 
reference No. Filed and pending before this Hoifble Court. 

Prayer ': It is therefore prayed that this matter may 
be taken on today’s Board and permission to withdraw 
the case may kindly granted in the interest of justice. 

Nagpur 

28-11-2011 


Sd/ 

Illegible 


Sd/ 

Illegible 
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SOLEMN AFFIRMATION 

I, Vithal S/o Shrawan Thengre, Aged above 42 years, 
oce-presently NIL R/o Maregaon Taluka Maregaon Distt.- 
Yavatmal, presently, Nagpur, do hereby take oath and State 
on Solemn affirmation that the contents of above affidavit 
in para 1 to 3 are true to my knowledg & information. 

Hence verified signed on this 28th day of 
November 2011 at Nagpur. 

I Know & indentifly the dependent 

Sdi Sd/ 

(R.N. SEN) Advocate Illegible 
Deponant 

Centra! Bank of India 
Branch Maregaon 
Date: 26-11-2011 
To, 

MR. VITHAL SHP,AWAN THENGANE 
R/O MAREGAON 

Req. your eligibility for ptsk cum substore 
Ref: Ro Letters No. RO/HRD/2011-12/1179 
Dated )4-l 1-2011 

Regarding the above we would like to inform you 
that in reference to letter RO/HRD/2011-12/1179 dated 
14-11-2011 our RO has asked for the no. of eligible, 
candidates in our branch. But we see from the branch 
record that you have filed a case against our bank. As per 
the RO circular you have to withdraw the said case, so as 
to make eligible yourself for the said post prior to applying 
for the post. For your sake you please get dirough the 
circulor and reply according/take necessary steps 
regarding the matter immediately. We hereby attach the 
said circular. We look forward a quich reply because we 
have to inform RO about your eligibility as early as 
possible. 

Sd/ 

Enc. Circular Illegible 

Sirs. 

We invite your kind reference to our communication 
No. CO/HRD/R&P/2011-12/656 dated 21-6-2011 whereby 
we had advised to initiate the process for recruitment of 
Safai Karamchari cum sub-staff in branches under regions 
so as to provide the services of at least one safai 
karamchari sum sub staff can be provided to each branch. 
Hov/ever the said process was kept in abeyance for 
administrative reasons vide our mail dated 4-8-2011. 

We have now to request you to provideiis the number 
of temporary/casual workers’ who have worked in 
branches/offices under regions and conform to the 
following criteria: 

Candidate should have put in minimum 45 days 
service during a period of 12 months as a temporary sub¬ 
staff and/or PTSK. Their age should have been between 


18 to 26 years (relaxable in eligible categories as per rules) 
when they were engaged as casual/temporary workers. 
The present age should not be more than 45 years 
irrespective of category. They should be able to produce 
the satisfactory evidence/proof acceptable to Bank in 
support of having worked with bank on temporary basis. 
Their registration with Employment Exchage may be 
preferred but not an essentia] condition. 

All such candidates must withdraw the cases filed 
by them before different forums/courts immidiately prior 
to applying for the post. 

Please let us know the number of such candidates 
who conform to the above eligibility. 

Please treat this as Most Urgent and comply with 
immediately. 

Regards RCVHRb/2011-12/1179 dld.14-11-2011 

N B Rajguru ^ m 

Asstt. General ^ I 

Manager-HRD 

30 2012 
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New Delhi, the 30th April, 2012 

S.O. 1796.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 14/2008) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court-II, New Delhi now as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Corporation Bank and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
204-2012. 

[No. L-12012/4/2008-IR(B-lI)] 
SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 
ANNEXURE 

IN THE COURT OF SHRI SATNAM SINGH, 
PRESIDING OFnCER CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNALCUM LABOUR COURT-I I, 
KARKARBOOMA, DELHI 

ID No. 14/2008 


1/06 GI/2012—15 
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the matter between: 
ri K. Shivnathan, 

299, J. J. Colony, Inderpuri, 


.Workman 


Ir 
Sir 

E-: 

Dblhi-110012 

VERSUS 
T le Asstt. General Manager, 

C jrporation Bank, 16/10,1st Floor, 

M ain Arya Samaj Road, Karol Bagh, 
nU Delhi-110005. 

.Management 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
oijderNo. L-12012/4/2008-IR(B-II) dated 22-4-2008 has 
referred the following industrial dispute to this Tribunal 
fojr adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Corporation Bank in terminating the services of 
Sh. Shivnathan, personal car driver w'.e.f. June, 2001 
is legal and justified, (ii) To what relief the workman 
concerned is entitled to?” 

2. Statement of claim was filed by the workman to 
ich the written statement was filed by the management, 
lereafter, replication was filed by the workman. Vide 
iijders dated 16-4-2010 the case was posted for recording 
Ajidence of the workman but the workman has not given 
evidence in this case so far. In fact, he has not been 
itiending the proceedings for the last so many dates of 
ekring. On 22-7-2011 he was granted last opportunity to 
jrsue his case but despite such an order the workman 
not bothered to pursue his case. It is thus evident that 
is not interested in the outcome of this reference. In 
se circumstances there is no way out except to conclude 
It he is not interested in the outcome of this reference, 
no dispute award is accordingly passed in this case, 
e reference sent by the Central Govt, to this Tribunal 
:i mds disposed of accordingly. 

>ated: 94-2012 
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SATNAM SINGH, Presiding Officer 
^ 30 3^^, 2012 

3Tr#m, 1947 (1947 
^14) ^ «1TO 17 ^ • 4 *, ^ ^ 
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4 WTT 37/2002) ^ 

^ 16-4-2012 ^ TIM 13TT «JIi 
[^. 1^^-12011/38/2002-371^ 37R (^-H)] 
TltTT Tm, 37^iqPT 3TflT^ 
New Delhi, the 30th April, 2012 

S.O. 1797.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 


[Part II— SEC.3(ii)] 

Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 37/2002) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Kanpur now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of UCO Bank and their woricman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 16-4-2012. 

[No. L-1201 l/38/2002-lR(B-II)] 
SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 

V 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI RAM PARKASH, HJS, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL CUM LABOUR COURT, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 37 of 2002 

Between- 
The President, 

UCO Bank Staff Association, 

C/o Sri B P Saxena, 426-W-2, 

Basant Vihar, Kanpur 
And 

The Regional Manager, 

UCO Bank, 

Regional Office, 23 Vidhan Sabha Marg, 

Lucknow 

AWRD 

1. Central Government MOI, New Delhi vide 
notification No. L-12011 /38/2002-IR(B-l I) dated 18-6-02 has 
referred the following dispute for adjudication to this 
tribunal- 

2. Whether the action of the management of UCO 
Bank in awarding the punishment of reduction of basic 
pay of Sri Uma Shanker Dubey by one stage by one year 
with effect from 27-1 -01 is legal and justified? If not, what 
relief he is entitled for? 

3. Brief facts are- 

4. It is an admitted fact that Sri Uma Shanker Dubey 
was employed at UCO Bank Armapore State Branch Kanpur 
as a award staff. When he was in service he was served 
with a show cause notice due to his misconduct which 
was signed by Chief Officer/Disciplinary authority. In 
show cause notice at page No. 1 the facts were disclosed 
and on page no. 2 it was stated that in terms of Para 19.12 
(e) of BPS it was proposed to inflict the following 
punishment without any domestic inquiry— 

Reduction of basic pay by two stages of the 
workman. 

5. Show cause was also proposed on the proposed 
punishment— 

6. Though the workman did not make voluntary 
admission of the guilt yet the chief ofRcer/discipl inary 
authority inflicted the following punishment— 

Reduction of basic pay by one stage for one year. 
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7. Being aggrieved the worianan made an appeal. 
The said appeal was also dismissed by the appellate 
authority. Being a^ieved the workman approached the 
union ^ich raised the instant dispirte. 

8 . It has also been alleged that die charges levelled 
against the claimant were vague. It is also alleg«i that the 
Chied Officer has not been appointed as disciplinary 
authority in terms of Para 19.14ofBPS dated 19-10-66 as 
modified by Para 3(b) of BPS dated 31-10-89. It is allege 
that according to the terms the disciplinary authority or 
the S43pellate authority are to be nominated by die Chief 
Executive Officer i.e. the Chairman and Managaing 
Director. It is further reiterated that as there was no 
voluntary athnission of the guilt no action can be taken by 
the management, therefore, the order of the punishment is 
illegal and unjustified and is liable to be set asi^ and 
release die increments stopped by the mant^ement. 

9. Opposite party has filed the written statement 
den)dng vc^wmently the claim of the claimant on amm^er 
of grounds, inter-alia, alleging that the claimantfaa&sougfat 
voluatariiy retirement from the baidc*s seavcce and 
pursuamly stands relieved/retired on 31-5-2601 and 
thereafter he is no more in the service of die bank therelme, 
he does not come under the definition of workman mpcr 
section 2(s), therefore, reference order is bad in law. It is 
stated that the claimant has conducted a grievous 
misconduct so he was issued cha^ sheet/'rdiow caitee 
notice. The cteimant has fully participated, the disciplinary 
authority bus given him ^11 hearing in the; name of 
personal.hearingaudafter cOMuteriag the entire malter a 
very nuhipumahmote was awarded to die claimimt iidikh 
is ftilly le^ valid int the eyes of the law. Aiqieal filed by 
him was duly conaiiteedby the appellate authority whidi 
was rejected. 

10. It is stated that the allegation raised by die 
claimant are false vague. The punishment imposed by the 
disciplinary authority is fully justified and legal, 
appointment of disciplinary authority as well as appellate 
authority was proper and valid in view ofpte«u»tesof 
the BPS as provided under Para 19.14. It is aten stated dw t 
after seeking voluntarily retirement ckuimuit ceased to be 
a workman under the definition of worianan and thoetere, 
he has no authority or right in the eye of law to press this 
claim or to seek any relief from this tribunal puraiaiitto 
the present reference order as such the ciaun of the 
workman is liable to be dismissed. 

11. Both the parties have filed the documentary 
evidence. Chaimant has filed letter dated 30-12-2000, which 
is a show cause notice, copy of appellate order, order of 
punishment and UCO Bank circular dated 21 -6-2000. 

12. Opposite party has filed charge sheet/show 
cause notice, copy of punishment awarded, copy of order 
of rejection of appeal Mid original register of personal 
hearing. 


13. Claimant has produced in evidence himself as 
W.W. 1 and the opposite party has not adduced any 
evidence. 

^ 14. Heard and perused the record. 

15. During the luguments the auth. Representative 
for the claimant Sri B P. Saxena confined total arguments 
only on a legal point i.e. that the punishment awarded by 
the officer was not. duly appointed as a disciplinary 
authority and therefore, the punishment awarded is illegal. 
He has not raised any other issue regarding the merits of 
the case or the enquiry heW by the disc^linairy authority. 

16. Therefore, the short question to be decided is 
whether the punishment awarded to the claimant was 
awarded by the competent disciplinary authority. Both 
the parties have retied upon the banks circular dated 
21-6-2000 which is paper no. 8/9-11 This is an 
achiunistrative order passed by the Executive Director/ 
Principal Officer. I would like to reproduce certain 
paragia^ihfr of this order— 

Whereas an order dated October 21,1988, was passed 
the Chief Executive Offteer of the Bank appointing 
disciplinary authority and appellate authority for the 
members of the award staff posted indifferent branches. 

Whereas consequent upon the merger pf certain 
Regional Office with the Zonal Office as a part of the 
R^onalization of the organizational structure of the bank, 
an order dated 10-1-98 was passedby the Chief Executive 
CHficer of die B«nk appointing dtscipliRary audiority or 
the members of the award staff posted in branches. 

Whereas consequent upon reorganization of the 
bmiks administeteive structisre and abolition of zonal tier 
as advised vide office notification no.—dated 26-5-2000, 
it is necessary to change the disciplinary authority and 
appelltet authority for the members of the award staff 
posted and working in different branches of the banks. 
Accordingly, I, in exercise of the powers conferred on me 
under clause 19.14 of the settlement industrial dispute 
between certain banking companies and their workman 
(kited 19th October, 1966 as amended from time to time 
amkettie following appointment of disciplinary authority 
ted ^jpeliate authority in supersession of the-order (lated 
10-1 -98, 21 St October, 1988 and earlier order passed in this 
connection. 

17. Now the question is whether the executive 
director derived the powers lawfully in terms of clause 
19.14 of the settlement dated 19-10-66. 

18. 1 would reproduce the provision of the clause 
19.14 of the Bipartite Settlement. It states likewise, the 
Chief Executive Officer, or the Principal Officer in India of 
a bank or an alternative officer of the Head Office or 
principal office nominated by him for the purpose shall 
decide which officer (I.e. the disciplinary authority) shall 
be empowered to take disciplinary action in the case of 
each office or establishment. He shall also decide which 
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c fficer or body higher in status than the officer authorized 
ti) take disciplinary action shall act as the appellate 
authority to deal with or hear and dispose of any appeal 
against orders passed in disciplinary matters. 

j 19. According to this the powers have been 
^nferred on four officers viz., (1) The Chief Executive 
Officer, (2) The principal Officer in India of a Bank, (3) An 
alternate officer at the Head Office and (4) Principal office 
npminated for the purpose. 

20 . Therefore, according to the third part and 
E xecutive Director comes under the purview of an alternate 
o fficer of the head office. Executive Director is the person 
vho discharges all the funtion of the'bank at the head 
0 [fee. Similarly the Executive Director has drawn his power 
ft om Para 19.14 of the BPS, dated 19-10-66. Therefore, the 
contention of the opposite party that the disciplinary 
authority has been lawfully empowered by the bank is 
tenable. Similarly appointment of the appellate authority 
is lawful and there does not appear to be any breach of the 
provisions of the BPS as well as in the appointment of the 
appellate authority. 

21.1 have gone through the statement of W.W. 1. In 
his statement he has simply stated that he was served 
with show cause notice and he was also given a personal 
hearing and thereafter a punishment was imposed as such 
there is nothing more in the statement. 

22 . Therefore, the contention raised by the claimant 
that the punishment imposed by the disciplinary authority 
35 he was not competent to impose the punishment as he 
was not properly appointed is not tenable. 

23. There is also contention of the opposite party 
that the claimant has sought the volunatary retirement 
therefore he ceases to be a workman as defined under 
section 2(s) of the Act becomes redundant when already 
it has been held by the tribunal that the punishment 
av/arded to the workman by the disciplinary authority is 
just and fair. Therefore, this contention needs not to be 
gene into by the tribunal. 

24. Therefore in my considered view of the matter it 
is held that the punishment inflicted upon the claimant is 
just fair and proper as it was inflicted upon by a validly 
appointed disciplinary authority. 

25. Therefore, considering over all facts, 
cii cumstances and evidence of the case, 1 am of the view 
th it there is no illegality or perversity on the action of the 
bank and the workman has rightly been punished by the 
di icipl inary authority. 

26. Accordingly it is held that (he action of the 
management is just and fair and consequent upon the 
same the claimant is not entitled to any relief. 

i 27. Reference is therefore, answered against (he 
cliimant and in favour of the opposite party, 

i RAM PARKASH, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 3‘)th April, 2012 

S.O. 1798.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 90/2006) 
of the Central Govemn?eni In&istrial Tribunal/Labour Court 
No.l, Dhanbad now as shcwis in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Bank of Bsroda and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
194-2012. 

[No. L-120! I/74/2006-IR (B-11)] 
SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference U/S 10( I )(d) (2 A) of the 
Industrial Disptues Act, 1947 
Reference No. 90 of 2006 

Parties : Employers in relation to the management of 
Bank ofBaroda. 

AND 

Their Workman 

Present: Shri H.M. Singh, Presiding Officer 
Appearances; 

For the Employers : Shri Dinesh Kumar, Sr, Manager 
(HRM) 

For the workman : Shri B. Prasad, General Secretary, 

Bank Employees Federation, Bihar. 
State : Jharkhand Industry : Bank 

Dated, the 13th April 2012 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-12011/74/2006-lR (B-11) dated 
13-9-2006 the Central Government in the Ministry of Labour 
has, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section (2 A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following dispute 
for adjudication to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the action of the management of Bank of 
Baroda, Patna in not regularising the services ol' 
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Shri Ajay Kumar Jha, Casual Sweeper/Peon Zero 

Mile, Begusarai Branch, Bank of Baroda is legal and 

Justified? If not, what relief Shri Ajay Kumar Jha is 

entitled to?” 

2. The case of the concern^ workman is that he 
was appointed by the management to discharge the duties 
of a peon/sweeper at 2XRO mile, Begusarai Branch w.e.f 
17-M991. During the period 17-1-1991 to 1-10-1996, the 
workman was allowed to work with some artificial breaks 
and from 3-10-1996 the workman uninterruptedly 
discharged all the duties of a peon. After appointment he 
was discharging the duties of opening the Bank’s gate; 
sweeping, cleaning the branch premises; taking out 
registers/ledgers from the almirah, placing the same on 
table, counters and vice-versa; canying token Book, scroll 
register from cash Deptt. to Accounts Deptt; posting of 
mails whenever required, stitching of currency notes/ 
vouchers whenever required and serving water, tea to the 
member of staff etc. He used to discharge the above duties 
from 10 A.M. to 6 P. M. regularly and sometimes even 
beyond that as per requirement. He was used to be paid 
his wages on most of the time through transfer vouchers. 
He worked for more than 15 years with the management as 
Peon/Sweeper. In terms of the scheme formulated by the 
management, the name of the concerned workman was 
forwarded to the Higher Authorities of the Bank for 
regularising his services in Bank’s Subordinate Cadre,but 
no positive step was taken by them. Thereafter, an 
industrial dispute was raised before the A.L.C. (C), Patna 
which ended in failure. So, the Govt, of India, Ministry of 
Labour referred the dispute for adjudication before the 
Hon’ble Tribunal. 

It has been prayed that the Hon’bie Tribunal be 
pleased to pass an award in favour of the workman by 
directing the management to regularise the concerned 
workman as a full time sweeper/peon retrospectively and 
payment of due wages for the period of his working. 

3. The case of the management is that the concerned 
workman has been engaged intermittently on casual basis 
at Zero Mile Branch by the Branch Head without any 
authority. He was engaged by the Branch head without 
following the rules of engagement of temporary employees 
including calling for sponsorship from Employment 
Exchange. Hence, his engagement is illegal. Any 
appointment in the subordinate cadre has to be made by 
an authority competent to make such appointment within 
the sanctioned vacancies and also subject to fulfillment 
of eligibility criteria for such appointment. In the normal 
course, employment of persons in sub-staff cadre in the 
Bank can be done only through Employment Exchange. In 
terms of the guidelines issued by the Bank any appointment 
in sub-ordinate either permanent or temporary is to be 
made only with the prior permission/sanction from General 
Manager (HRM). The Branch Manager has no athority to 
engage sub-stafF/sweeper either on temporary/permanant 


basis. While engaging the services of the concerned 
workman, the Branch Manager has neither notified the 
vacancy nor he was sponsored Employmoit Exchange. 
Hence, his engagemoit and continuation is unathorised 
and in violation of Articles 14 and 16 of Constitution of 
India. 

It has been prayed that the Hon’ble Tribunal be 
pleased to pass an award dismissing the claim of the 
concerned worionan. 

4. Both the parties have filed their respective 
rejoinders admitting and denying the contents of some of 
the paragraphs of each other’s written statement. 

5. The management has not produced any oral 
evidence. 

The cmicemed workman examined himself as WW-I 
and proved documents as Exts. W-1 to W-10. 

6 . Main argument advanced on behalf of the 
concerned workman is that he has worked with the 
management from time to time as casual sweeper/peon 
with the management at Begusarai Branch from 17-1 -91 to 
1 -10-96. During his service he discharged duties of opening 
the Bank’s gate, sweeping, cleaning the branch premises, 
taking out registers/ledgers from the almirah, placing the 
same on table, counters and vice-verse; carrying token 
Book, scroll register from cash Department to Accounts 
Department and vice-versa; posting of mails wherever 
required, stitching of currency notes/vouch^s whenever 
required, serving water, tea to the member of staff and he 
used to work from 10 A.M. to 6 P.M. regularly and 
sometimes even beyond that as per requirement. The 
management issued guidelines for regularisation of 
subordinate cadre. The name of the workman was. 
forwarded to the Higher Authorities of the Bank for 
regularising his service in Bank’s Subordinate Cadre. So, 
his services should be regularised as full time sweeper. 

7. The management representative argued that he 
was part-time sweeper and performing the Job in the Bank 
on casual basis and he connot be regularised. It has been 
argued that public employment cannot be given in such 
way for regularisation of casual workers. 

8 . In this respect the concerned workman stated all 
things in his evidence as WW-1. In management’s circular 
(Ext. W-I) some guidelines have been issued. As per Ext. 
W-1,Tripartite Settlement at para 2 which mentions that 
casual temporary peons/sweqias Mio have worked for 240 
da>« or m(He in consecutive nirwntiis between 1-1-1991 and 
1996 and are still working will be absorbed during financial 
year 2009-09. It shows that the concerned workman has 
worked upto I-10-I996 with the management and as per 
Tripartite Settlenient Para 2 he is entitled to regularised as 
per Bank’s circular. 

9. The management’s representative argued that the 
concerned workman is not still working. He worked from 
17-1-1991 to 1-10-1996 with intermittent breaks. But the 
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concerned workman worked uptcT 1-10-1996 with the 
mana gement. At the time of IVipaitite Settlement he was 
work ng with the management and he should be absorbed 
and t le circular will have to follow. As per Ext. W-2 the 
conci !med workman's name has been referred by the 
Regional Manager to Sr./Branch Manager for his 
regul visation and as per Ext. W-3 his name has been 
recor imanded from Br. Mana^ to Regional Manager for 
regul ilrisation and Ext. W-4, die circular issued by the 
management for empanelment for engagement. In this 
respect in the circular it has been mentiond the list of 
persons, who have completed 90 days and more upto 
29-2' 96 as approved by the Head Office can be utilised in 
leave vacancy of permanent peon and not otherwise. It 
only shows that the concerned workmmi has worked for 
more than 90 days and he should be regularised as per Ext. 
W-4. Ext. W-4/1 is letter from Regional Manager to 
Sr. B -anch Manager asking information regarding casual 
who s woiking iwior to 27-2-96. Ext. W-5 dated 9-9-01 has 
been i certified by the Br. Manner that the concerned workman 
is a S’ aff of the Branch. His name has also been m«itioned 
by th j Regional Manager, as per Ext. W-6 for woiking 90 
days Lipto 29-2-96. As per Ext. W-7 information has been 
given by the Branch Manager to Regional Manager in which 
the C( »ncemed workman's name has been mentioned which 
shoMs that he has worked 90 days or more upto 
29-2- 96 and as per Ext. W-8 School Leaving Certifcate and 
Emp] 9yment Exchange Card of the concmied workman has 
been demanded by the Regional Manager from Branch 
Mane ger and as Ext. W-9 reference has been made regarding 
the C( >ncemed workman and Ext. W-10 dt. 9-4-96 data has 
been kvanted by Zonal Office for engagement of of sub-staff 
enga] 'ed for 90 days and above upto 29-2-96. 

When there is circular and there is Tripartite 
Settl( ment with the man^^ent dien the management is 
boun 1 to follow the settlement As per Tripartite Settlement 
it has been found that the concerned workman has worked 
for m ore than 90 days upto 1-10-1996. 

10. The management referred 2004 Superme Court 
Case:; (L & S) 918,2006 Superme Coiuls Cases (L & S) 190, 
2006 Supreme Court Cases (L & S) 253, & 2006 Supreme 
Court Cases (L & S) 1152. The Hon’ble Supreme Court 
held hat public employment ctmnot be given to the casual 
workers. But in the present case there is a Tripartitle 
Settl( ;ment between the union mid the management and 
also :ircular for absorbing the persons who had worked 
as pa rt time peon/sweeper ufrto 29-2-1996 and worked for 
more than 90 days. The concerned workman worked for 
more than 90 days upto 29-2-1996 aiui as per circular and 
Tripartite Settlement, he is entitled to be regularised as a 
full t me sweeper/Peon. 

11. In the result, I hold that the action of the 
mans gement of Bank of Baroda, Patna in not regularising 
the s( ;rvices of Shri Ajay Kumar Jha, casual Sweeper/Peon, 
Zero Mile, Begusarai Branch, Bank of Baroda is not legal 

I 

f 

[ 


and justified. Hence, the concerned workman is entitled to 
be regularised in the service with retrospective effect. 
This is my Award. 

H. M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 
^ 1^5#, 30 afffleT, 2012 

1799.—aflalPl* 1947 (1947 

^ 14) 17 

4Hini4> ^ 

43/2009) ^ ^ 17-4-2012 

^ TinT *n I 

[■^T. T^?T-1201l/49/2009-3?1^3nT (^-11)] 
m, 313 ^ 

New Delhi, the 30th April, 2012 

S.O, 1799.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby published die Award (Ref No. 43/ 
2009) of die Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Bangalore now as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between die employers in relation 
to the management of Bank of Maharashtra and their 
woiionan, which was received by the Central Government 
on 17-4-2012. 

[No. L-1201 l/49/2009.IR(B-H)] 
SHEESH RAM, SectionOfficer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORETHECENTRALGOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNALCUM-LABOUR COURT, 
BANGAIjORE 
Dated: 4di April 2012 
PRESENT 

SHRI S. N. NAVALGIIND 
niESlDlNG OFFICER 
C. R. No. 43/2009 

1 PARTY II PARTY 

The Joint Secretary, The General Manager, 

Bank of Mahmashtra Bank of Maharashtra, 

Employees Union (AIBEA) 15, Pol Ice Station Road, 

C/o Bank of Maharashtra, Baswangudi, 

No. 343,3rd Main, SFS407, Bangalore-560064 

4th Phase, Yelahanka New Town, 

Bangalore-64 

AWARD 

1. Die Central Government by exercising the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of sub-section( 1) and Sub section 

2 A of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947( 14 of 
t947)has referred this dispute vide order No.L-12011/49/ 
2009-lR (B-II) dated 12-8-2009 Ibr adjudication on the 
following Schedule:— 
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Whether the management of Bank of Maharashtra, 
Regional Officer, Basavan^pudt, Bangalore woe just 
and proper in awarding punishment of ‘CENSURE’ 
in respect of misconduct under Clause 19.7(d) aid 
Clause No. 19.7(j) of the B4>aitite Settiement and also 
simultaneously ordering dw recovery of Rs.62,500 
from the salary of Shri Sha^idhv Rao Mulki, 
Computer Operator, isjust and proper? To what relief 
is the delinquent workman entitled to? 

2. After re(»ipt of die reference when notices were 
issued to both the sides the Second Party entered its 
appearance through Shri Ramesh Upadhyaya, Advoode. 
Since the flrst party did not appear incite of service of 
notice through RPAD after providing him number of 
opportunities to appear and file claim statment the second 
party was called upon to file the statement sidistantiating 
the impugned action against the first party. Inspite of 
providing several oppoitimities to the second party die 
second party also since failed to file any statement 
substantiating the impugned action, today i.e. on 4-4-2012 
there being no representation for the second party taking 
that second party has no st^ement to file std>standtding 
the impugned action,! |n‘oceed to pass diis award. 

3. Since as per the schedule of reference the burden 
is lying on the second party to justify awarding the 
punishment of‘Censure’ and also simultaneously ordering 
the recovery of Rs.62,500 from the salary of Shri Shashidhar 
Rao Mulki, Com|Miter Operator, in the absence of filing any 
statement in substantiating the s»ne I have no other go 
except to pass an award that second party having failed to 
justify its action. Hence I pass the following award. 

AWARD 

The reference is allowed and awarding punishment 
of ‘Censure’ in respect of the alleged misconduct under 
Clause No. 19.7(d) and 19.7(j) of the Bipartite Settlement 
and also simultaireously ordering frie recovery of Rs.62,S00 
from the salary of Shri Shashidhar Rao Mulki, Computer 
Operator holding as not just and proper. If already die 
recovery of Rs.62,500 has been made from die salary of 
Shashidhar Rao Mulki, Compute Operator same has to be 
refunded to him by die man^ement. 

(Dictated to PA transcribed by her corrected and 
signed by me tm 4-4-2012) 

S. N. NAVALGUND, Presiding Officer 
^ 30 31^, 2012 

w.«r. 1800.—1947 (1947 

^ 14) ^ tiro 17 ^ mm 

3ifMtRer/«ro M ^ Tim 


29/2009) ^ 4)<dl t, ^ 20-4-2012 

^ Toro 8?T 1 

[^.^-12011/140/2008(^-11)] 

New Delhi, the 30th April, 2012 

S.O. 1800.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrud Disputes Act, 1947, the Central Government 
herelty publish^ the Award (Ref. No.29/2009) of the Central 
Government Indu^rial Tribimd/Li^ourCouit-Il, New Delhi 
now as shown in die Annexure in the Industrial Dispute 
b<^een the onployers in rdation to the management of 
Punjab National B«ik and their workman, which was 
received by the Cenfral Government on 20-4-2012. 

(No. L-l 2011/140/2008-IR (B-11)J 
SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 
ANNEXURE 

IN THE GOl»rr OF SiUUSATNAM SINGH, 
PRESfflmG OFFICBt CENIRAL GO\«»NMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TmKJNAl^M-LABOUR 
COURT'D, KAHKAIHXIOMA, DELHI 

IDNo.29/2009 
In the matter between; 

The Gmertd Secretary, 

Ail India Pimjab National Bank Workers Federation, 
Carnal Office; Puigab Natkmal Bsmk, L-Block, 

New Delhi-110001 ... Workman 

\^RSUS 

The Gmeral Maiu^ (HRD), 

Punjab National Bank, 

HeadOffice Bbic^ Cama Place, 

New Delhi-110066. ... Mana^ment. 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Mfhistry of Ufeour vide 
orderNo.L-12011/140/2008-IR(B-Il) dated 24-3-2009 has 
referred die fellowing industrial dispute to this Tribunal 
foradjudicatitm; 

“Whether the action ofihe management of Punjab 
Nadonid Bank, New Defrii not prornoting the workmen 
as di^ wt^onen f»d already passed the test held 
on 17-12-^06, is legal and justified.” ' 

2 Statement of claim was filed by the General 
Secretmy Mr. J.K.Sawdmey on behalf of all the affected 
workmen, l^tten statemeid was fried by the management 
bank. Today, i.e. 12-3-2012 when the case was fixed for 
filing rejoinder frmn the side of the workmen, Shri 
J.K.Sawhney General Secrebny of die workmen has made a 
statement stating therein thatiffi the affected woikmen v^o 
had passed the test held on 17-12-2006have been promoted 
to their satisfection as well as to the satisfaction of the 
Union and no grievsice of any kind is left now. As the 
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grievance of the workmen has already been redressed by 
the miinagement bank and no grievance of any kind has 
remained in this case, a no dispute award is passed in this 
case aid the reference sent by the Govt, of India to this 
Tribur al stands disposed of accordingly. 

Dated 12-3-2012 SATNAM SINGH, Presiding Officer 

^ 30 3 ?^, 2012 

1801.—3TfvfWT, 1947 (1947 

^ I4i ^ 17 ^ -4', 

^ ^ fHill'Jl+y c^44)|0’ 

■^TFTJT ^ (^4 TOTf 

1(44)9)/48/2005) ^ y4)irvid t, ^ 
19-4-2012 ^ 3fT^ f37I 811 I 

N. TI^-12012/2/2005-'3TI^3lR (4t-II)] 
TR, aT3^ 

New Delhi, the 30th April, 2012 

1.0. 1801.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the Central Government 
hereby bublishes theAvrard(Ref No. CGIT/NGP/48/2005) 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Nagpur now as shown in the Annexure in the 
|al Dispute between the employers in relation to the 




of the 
Court, 
Industr) 


management of Central Bank of India and their workman, 
was received by the Central Government 


which 

on 1942012. 

[No. L-12012/2/2005-lR(B-II)] 
SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BER >RE SHRI J.P.CHAND, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CGir-CUM-LABOURCOURT,NAGPUR 

Case N< i.CGIT/NGP/48/2005 Date: 11 -4-2012 

Party ^ o.l : The Regional Manager, 

Central Bank of India, 

Victoria Building, Near Bharat Talkies, 
Kamptee Road, Nagpur (MS)-440001 

Versus 


Party Np.2 


Shri Haridas S/o. Gopal Vaidya, 

R/ 0 . Mangli (Chauras), Tah, Paoni, 
Distt. Bhandara(MS) 

AWARD 

(Dated: 11th April, 2012) 


In 

sub-S 
Industrial 
short), 
dispute 
manage 
Shri 


tie 


Ham 


exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
ion (1) and sub-Section 2(A) of Section 10 of 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) ("the Act" in 
Central Government has referred the industrial 
between the employers, in relation to the 
inent of Central Bank of India and their workman, 
idas Vaidya, for adjudication, as per letter No.L- 


12012/2/2005-IR(B-II) dated 26-5-2005, with the following 
schedule:— 

“Whether the action of the management of Central 
Bank of India, Nagpur Region, Nagpur (MS) in 
terminating the service of shri Haridas S/o. Gopal 
Vaidya, Ex-Safai karamachari at the Asgaon Branch 
of the Bank is proper & justified? If not, to what relief 
is the workman concerned is entitled?" 

2. On receipt ofthe reference, the parties were noticed 
to file their respective statement of claim and written 
statement and accordingly, the workman, Shr Haridas 
Vaidya, (“the workman” in short), filed the statement of 
claim and the management of the Central Bank of India, 
(“Party No. 1 ” in short) filed its written statement. 

The case of the workman as projected in the 
statement of claim is that he was engaged by party no. 1 at 
Asgaon Chouras branch on monthly wages of Rs. 175 P.M. 
for cleaning the premises and bringing water and he 
rendered continuous service from 1 -6-1991 till 15-5-1993 
and his duty hours were from 9.A.M. to 5 P.M. and as he 
repeatedly asked for enhancement of wages, the party no. 

1 became annoyed and terminated his services orally 
on 15-5-1993, saying that his services were no more required 
and termination of his services was patently for false reason 
and by way of victimization and not in good faith, but in 
colourable exercise of right and before termination of his 
services, the provisions of Section 25-F of the Act were 
not complied with by party no. I and as such, termination 
of his services was illegal and though he sent a legal notice 
on 28-5-1993 to the party no. 1 no reply was given to such 
notice by party no. 1 and he had filed a complaint under 
M.R.T.U & P.l/.L.P Act, 1971, before the Labour Court, 
Bhandara and the Labour Court allowed the application 
and directed to reinstate him in service with continuity and 
full back wages, but the party no. 1 filed Revision ULP No. 
34/2002, before the Industrial Court, Bhandara and the 
revision was allowed on 8-6-2004 and in the writ petition 
no. 4252/2004 filed before the Hon’ble High Court, Nagpur 
Bench by him against the order ofthe Industrial Tribunal, 
the Hon ’ble High Court directed to agitate the matter before 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal and in 
obedience to the order ofthe Hon’ble High Court, he filed 
application before the ALC (C), Nagpur for conciliation 
and as the conciliation failed, the ALC(C) submitted the 
failure report to the Central Government and Central 
Government has referred the matter to this Tribunal for 
adjudication. 

It is further pleaded by the workman that the work 
which he was performing was and is regular nature of work 
and it was incumbent upon the party no. 1 to regularize his 
services, but instead of doing so, the party no. 1 terminated 
his service in colourable exercise of power and the party 
no. 1 also did not display any seniority list as required by 
Section 25-G of the Act and Rule 81 of the Industrial 
Disputes (Central) Rules, 1957 ("the Rules" in short) and 
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several juniors were retained in service and new employees 
were engaged after his termination and he is entitled for re¬ 
instatement under Section 25-H of the Act and one 
Ml. Mohan Ramteke was apprtj.ited m his p!:i.cc, by illegally 
terminating his services and ircin the date of his termination 
from services, he is not gainfully employed elsewhere. The 
workman has prayed for his reinstatement in service with 
continuity and full back wages. 

3. The party no. 1 in its written statement has pleaded 
inter-alia that the workman was engaged by it as a part time 
daily wager on purely temporary basis, for cleaning the 
branch premises, fetching and storing of drinking water 
etc. as and when required and the workman was being paid 
a lump sum amount of Rs. 175 per month towards his 
remuneration and the workman was engaged as such for 
the first time on 1-6-1991 and he was never engaged as a 
regular employee of the Bank and he woriced intermittently 
at Asgaon Chauras Branch and the period of his work as a 
daily wager is annexed as annexure ‘A’ to the written 
statement and the workman worked upto January, 1993 
only and that too, intermittently and the workman was 
required to work hardly for 1.00 to 1.30 hours and there was 
no question of providing full day’s work and when his 
service was no more required by it, the workman was not 
engaged, so there was no question of termination of his 
services on 15-5-1993 illegally or colourable exercise of 
power or due to victimization and the provisions of Section 
25-F of the Act are not applicable to his case. The party 
no. i has not disputed the filing of the case by the workman 
under MRTU and PULP Act and revision by it, before the 
Industrial Court and filing of Writ no. 4252/2004 by the 
workman and the results there of, as mentioned in the 
statement of claim. However, it is pleaded by the party 
no. 1 that there was and is absolutely no industrial dispute 
between it and the workman, for the .simple reason that the 
workman was never employed by it as its regular employee 
and the provisions of Sections 25-G and 25- H are also not 
applicable at all to the case of the workman and Model 
Standing Orders etc does not apply to it in view of the 
facts that the service conditions of all regular and 
permanent employees are governed by the provisions of 
Bi-partite Settlements and Shri Mohan Ramteke was 
recruited by the Regional Office by follovringthe guidelines 
and recruitment procedure to fill the post of l/3rd part time 
safai karmachari at Asgaon Chauras branch, which was 
re.served for schedule caste candidate and shri Ramteke is 
a regular and permanent l/3rd PSTK of die Bank and as the 
workman was a temporary part time daily wager and his 
engagement was as and when required, he has absolutely 
no case for regularization in service and the workman is 
not entitled for any relief 

4. In the rejoinder, the workman has pleaded that 
the annexure ‘A’ submitted by the party no. 1 is not correct 
and even or holidays, he was required to accompany the 
Manager and ^ther Bank officers for recovery and besides 


sweeping, cleaning toilets, filling water, he was also doing 
all the work of a peon. 

5. Besides placing reliance on documentary evidence, 
the workman examined himself as a witness, in support of 
his claim. In his examination-in-chief, which is on affidavit, 
the workman has reiterated the facts mentioned in the 
statement of claim and rejoinder. However, in his cross- 
examination, the workman has admitted that no written 
appointment order was given to him by the bank and he 
was working on daily wages in Asgaon Chouras branch of 
the bank and for the first time, he was engaged as a daily 
wager in the month of June, 1991 and he was paid monthly 
on vouchers and he had never signed any muster roll like 
other employees of the Bank and he had worked as per oral 
orders of the Manager. The workman in his cross- 
examination has fiuther stated that he cannot say if Shri 
Mohan Ramteke was only sponsored by the employment 
exchange for l/3rd part time safai karmachari and the said 
post was for S.G. candidate only and Shri Ramteke was 
ai^ointed against the said post. 

6 . One Shri Kamalakar R. Nandgaonkar, an Asstt. 
Regional Manager of the party no. 1 has been examined as 
a witness on behalf of the party no. 1. His evidence is also 
in the same line of the defence taken by party no. 1 in the 
written statement. It is necessary to mention here that as 
neither the workman nor anybody else appeared on behalf 
of the workman to cross-examine the witness for the party 
no.l, “no cross” order was passed and as such, the 
evidence of the witnesses for the party no. 1 remained 
unchallenged. It is also necessary to mention here that as 
per order dated 8-2-2012, the case proceeded ex-parte 
against the workman. 

7. In view of the stands taken by the parties, I think it 
apt to mention the principles enunciated by the Hon’ble 
Apex Court in this regard, before embarking upon the 
discussion of the merit of the case. 

The Hon’ble Apex court, in the decision reported in 
AIR 1966 SC-75 (Employees, Digawadih Colliery Vs. Their 
workmen) have held that:— 

“Though Section 25-F speaks of continuous service 
for not less than one year under the employer, if the 
workman has actually worked for 240 days during a 
period of 12 calendar months both the conditions 
are fulfilled. The definition of “Continuous Service” 
need not be read into Section 25-B. The fiction 
converts service of 240 days in a period of twelve 
calendar months into continuous service for one 
complete year. The amended Section 25- B only 
consolidates the provisions of Section 25(B) and 
2(eee) in one place, adding some other matters. The 
purport of the new provisions, however, is not 
different. In fact, the amendment of Section 25-F of 
the principal Act by substituting in clause (b) the 
words “for every completed year of continuous 
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service" has removed a discordance between the 
unamended Section 25 B and the unamended Cl. (b) 
of Section 25>F no uninterrupted service is necessary 
if the total service is 240 di^ in a period of twelve 
calendar months either before the several changes 
or after these. The only change in the Act is that thie 
service must be during a period of twelve calendar 
months preceding the date with reference to which 
calculation has to be in»le. The last amendment has 
now removed a vagueness which existed in the 
unamended Section 25>B". 

In the decision reported in AIR 1981 SC-1253 
(Mehanlal Vs. M/s. Bharat Electronics Ltd.), the Hon’ble 
Ap ex Court have held that, 

“Industrial Disputes Act (14 of 1947). Section 25- B 
(1) and (2)- Continuous service-Scope of sub-Sections (1) 
and (2) is different, (words and phrases-Continuous 
Seivice) 

Before a workman can complain of retrenchment 
being not in consonance with Section 25- F, he has to 
show that he has been in continuous service for not less 
than one year under that employer, who has retrenched 
hir 1 from service. Section 25- B as the dictionary clause for 
th< expression “continuous”. Both in principle and are 
pn cedent it must be held that Section 25-B (2) comprehends 
a situation where a workman to not in employment for a 
pel iod of 12 calendar months, but has rendered for a period 
of 240 days within the period of 12 calendar months 
co nmencing and counting backwards from the relevant 
da e, i.e. the date of retrenchment. If he has, he would be 
de smed to be in continuous service for a period of one 
ye ir for the purpose of Section 25-B and chapter V-A”. 

The Hon’ble Apex Court in the decision reported in 
AIR 2003 SC-38 (M/s. Essen Deinay Vs. Rajeev Kumar) 
has held that:— 

■ “Industrial Disputes Act (14 of 1947) S.25-F, 
10-Retrenchment Compensation-Termination of 
services without payment of -Dispute referred to 
Tribunal-Case of workman/claimant that he had 
worked for 240 days in a year preceding his 
termination- Claim denied by management-Onus lies 
upon claimant to show that he had in fact worked for 
240 days in a year-In absence of proof of receipt of 
salary workman is not sufficient evidence to prove 
that he had worked for 240 days in a year preceding 
his termination.” 

So, it is clear from the principles enunciated by the 
H( )n’ble Apex Court in the decisions mentioned above that 
fo * applicability of Section 25- F of the Act, it is necessary 
to prove that the workman woriced for 240 days in preceding 
1 ^ calendar months commencing and counting backwards 
from the relevant date and the burden of such proof is 
upon the workman. So, keeping In view the settled 
pr inciples enunciated by the Hon’ble Apex Court, now, the 
pi esent case at hand is to be considered. 


8. The present case at hand is now to be considered 
with the touch stone of the principles enunciated by the 
Hcm’bleApexCouitanditistobeftHindout, ifthe workman 
has been r^le to prove that he had infact worked at least 
for240 days in a year preceding hts termination. According 
to the workman, his services were orally terminated 
on 15-S-1993. SO, it is necessary for the workman to prove 
that in die preceding twelve calendar months of 15-5-1993, 
he had worked for 240 days. 

9. In this case, die workman has filed the copy of the 
legal notice sent by him, copy of (mlers passed Labour 
Court, his deposition before Ae Labour Court, onkr passed 
by Industrial Court and order passed by the Hcm’ble High 
Court. He has not filed any document in support of his 
claim that he had infect worked fiir240 days in the preceding 
12 calendar months of die date of his alleged termination of 
services i.e. 15-5-1993. On the other hand, party no. 1 has 
filed the copy of the vouchers, under which the workman 
was paid wages. Such vouchers do not show that the 
woricinan wtnked for240 da^ in the preceding 12 calendar 
months of 15-5-1993. As the workman has felled to prove 
that he had infect wenked ftw 240 days in the preceding 12 
months of 15-5-1993, the provisions of Section 25- F of the 
Act are not ^plicable to his case. There is also no evidence 
on record to show that party no.l violated the provisions 
ofSection25-G and25-H ofdieAct. Hence, the woikman is 
not entitled to any relief It is ordered:— 

ORDER 

The action of the management of Central Bank of 
India, Nagpur Region, Nagpur (MS) in terminating the 
service of shri Haridas S/o. Copal Vaidya, Ex-Safai 
karamachari at the Asgaon Branch of the Bank is proper & 
justified. The workman is not entitled to any relief 

J. P. CHAND, Presiding Officer 

M 2 2012 

W.3ir. 1802.—4rilPl* fteiK arfvftpm, 1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ ^ 17 ^ '4, ‘'RR 

^ ^ ^ ^ 4)4*kT ^ ^ 

^ 3?lalPi4> mm 'iJlalPi* 

3rft|<4)<u|/?PT ^ (^<f 

h)/49/200 1) ^ 

mm ^ 12-4-2012 ^ 3IF<T «Tr I 

[U T^?T-12012/60/2001-31lf31R (^-11)} 
TFT, 

New Delhi, the 2nd May, 2012 

S.O. 1802.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. CGlT/NGP/49/2001) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Nagpur now as shown in die Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
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managemrat of Punjab National and their workman, 

which was received by the Central Government 
on 124-2012. 

[No.1^12012^602001^(6^] 

SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRIXRCHAND, PRESIDING (NllCER, 
GGrr<:iJM-lJUBOURCOlffiT, N^ 

Case No.CGrr/NGP/49/2001 Dale: 21>3<2012 

Party No.1 : The Regional Manager, 

Punjab National Bwk, Kingsway, 
Nagpir-440001 

Versus 

PartyNo.2 : ShriAshwinDadaraoBhaisare, 

R/o. Bucttian^ar, Unit II, Near Anand 
Budha Vihar, Indora, Nagpur. 

AWARD 

(Dated: 21 st March, 2012) 

In exercise of the powers ccmferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and subhsection 2(A) of Section 10 of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) (**the Act” in 
short), the Central Government has referred tiie industrial 
dispute between the employers, in relation to the 
management of Punjab National Bank and their workman 
Shri Ashwin Bhaisare, for adjudication, as per letter No. L- 
12012/60/200MR(B-II)(hded 10-7-2001, with the following 
schedule:— 

‘'Whether the action of the management of the 
Punjab National Bank represented by Regional 
Manager, Punjab National Bank, Nagpur (ii) The 
Branch Manager, P.N.B. Branch Khamla, Nagpur in 
terminating the services of Shri Ashwin Dadarao 
Bhaisare R/o. Budha Nagar, Indore, Nagpur w.e.f 
20-10-2000 is legal, proper and justified? If not, to 
what relief the said woriunanis entitled to and from 
what date?” 

2. On receipt of the reference, the parties were noticed 
to file their respective statement of claim and written 
statement and accordingly, the workman, Shri Ashwin 
Bhaisare, (“the workman” in shmiX tiled the statemrat of 
claim and the management of the Punjab National Bank 
(“Patty No. I ” in shcut) filed its written statement. 

The case of the workman as projected in the 
statement of claim is tiiat he entered into the service of fee 
party no. 1 on 1-1-1997 on tempmury basis and though no 
appointment order was issued, he was directed orally to 
perform the duties as a peon and initially he was posted to 
Khamla Branch of the Bank, but on 2-1-1997, he was 
transferred to extension counter at K.D.K. College, 
Nandanwan, Nagpur and though his appointment was on 
tempmary basis, he was required to woik fm* fell wmking 


hours uid his services were utilized for all tiie working 
days in a monfe and thou^ he was working at par wife 
other peons, he was being paid a meager salary of Rs. 175 
per moatii, ufeereas the pecws employed in the Bank were^ 
drawing sahay of Rs. 4000 per monfe and he was entrusted 
unfe the duties of clearance of cheques from nnain branch, 
clearing and sweqiing of the Bank and to bring cash from 
the main branch to extension counter and he worked 
continuously with the party no. 1 from fee date of his 
appoinunent uid comple^ 240 days of services and 
acquired permanent status and in October, 2000, he 
^rfXTMched fee Branch Manager, requesting to increase 
his salary and to give benefits available to fee peons 
working in permanent est^lishment, which enraged the 
party no. 1, so party no. 1 by oral order, terminated h^ 
services w.e.f. 20-10-2000 without issuing any notice of 
lamination or payment of one month’s wi^es in lieu of 
notice, as contemplated under section 2S-F of the Act and 
no terminatkm benefits as required under was given to him 
and there are eighteen branches of fee party no. 1 in Nagpur 
and number of posts of peon are vacant and party no. 1 
retained juniors in service, iriiile terminating his services 
and the principles of “last cmne first go” was not followed 
and he is die sole Ixead earner of the family and tomiaatimi 
of his services has rendered the whole family to starvation 
and poverty and fee oral termination dated 20-10-2000 is 
illeg^ and arbitrary and while terminating his services, the 
party no.l did not take into consideration his past 
unblemished sovice record and the order impugned is also 
unsustainable on that ground. 

The workman has prayed for his reinstatement in 
service wife fell back wt^es, continuity in service and all 
the consequential bencitits. 

3. In the writtoi statement, fee party no. 1 has pleaded 
inter-alia that at no point of time, the workman was 
appointed as a peon by it and the workman was engaged ' 
as a sweeper as stop giq> arrangement and he was not 
appointed on regular basis, by following the due procedure 
and he was required to work for about two hours and the 
nature of work was cleaning and sweeping the branch 
premises and admitteti^, no appointment order was issued 
in favour of the workman and there was no question of 
appointment and posting and on few occasions, his 
services were used fer the work of delivery of dak, for 
which, conveyance was paid to him and as the wokman 
was engaged for ^ut two hours per day for cleaning and 
sweeping the branch premises, purely as a stop gap 
arrangement, he was paid a sum of Rs. 175 per month as 
a^ed and fee allegations about completion of 240 days 
of continuous service are irrelevant, as the basic 
engagement of the workman was purely on temporary and 
adhoc basis and fqppointment of part time employees in the 
Bank is governed by settlement arrived at during the course 
of conciliation proceedings and the permanent vacancy of 
part time employees (sweepers) is tilled up in terms of the 
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sa d settlement, in the stop gap arrangement for a specific 
period a person can be engaged to do cleaning and 
sv eeping work on payment at agreed rate and the workman 
ha d never approached the Bank Manager to increase his 
sa ary and to give benefits available to the peons working 
in permanent establishment and there was no question of 
th; workman approaching the Manager for the same and 
he knew very well that the Manager cannot increase the 
sa ary and to extend other benefits and the banking service 
hs s its own rules about engagement of employees and as 
thsre was no appointment, there was no question of 
te mination of the services of the workman and there was 
al JO no question of the workman acquiring permanent 
stitus and junior to the workman were never retained in 
service and there was no unfair labour practice as alleged 
ar d the discontinuation of the workman cannot be treated 
as termination and no show cause notice was required to 
b( served on the workman, as there was no misconduct 
ar d the concept of 240 days of continuous service for the 
regularization cannot be made applicable to case of the 
workman, as there is no such provision in the Bi-partite 
S( ittlement, which governs the 'service conditions of the 
ei iployees of the bank and the workman is not entitled for 
any relief 

4. Both the parties have led oral evidence, besides 
p acing reliance on the documentary evidence, in support 
0 ‘ their respective claims. The workman has examined 
h mself as a witness. In his examination-in-chief, which is 
011 affidavit, the workman has reiterated the facts mentioned 
ir the statement of claim. In his cross-examination, the 
workman has admitted that he was not given any 
appointment letter. It is also necessary to mention here 
tl at during his cross-examination, the workman has tried 
t( show that there was an examination for his engagement 
a id he had also received a call letter for the examination. 
F owever, in absence of any pleading in the statement of 
c aim and in absence of any evidence on record in that 
n spect, such statement of the worionan cannot be believed. 

5. One Shri SudhirM, Ardhapurkar, a Senior Manager 
(1 Personnel) of party no. 1 has been examined as a witness 
by^ party no. 1. This witness has also reiterated the facts 
n Lentioned by the party np. 1 in the written statement, in 
his evidence. In his cross-examination, the witness for the 
management has admitted that the workman was not 
V orking during his tenure and he has filed his affidavit on 
tl le basis of the r ecord. 

6 . At the time of argument, it was subiiiiitea by the 
1 ( :amed advocat e for the workman that, the workman came 
t) be ai^inted toy party no. 1 on 1 -1 -19^ 7 and he continued 
ii employmfint till his oral termination w.e.f. 
2 0-10-2000 wi ih a meager salary of Rs. 17 5 per month and 
fe had completed 240 days of work and the evidi;vice 
adduced by fhe workman including Exts. W-i and W-2, 
v^hich have been admitted by party no. 1, clcai ly shows 
t lat the workman was working since January, 1997 and the 


provisions of Section 25 0 of the Act and Section 66 of the 
Bombay Shops and Establishments Act, 1948 were not 
complied with and in the decision reported in (2009)-S- 
SCC-556 (Maharashtra State Road lYansport Corporation 
Vs, Casttribe Rajya Parivahan Sangathan), the Hon'ble 
Apex Court have held, that Karmachari once a labour has 
completed 240 days in a year, then irrespective of the 
judgment in Umadevi’s case, he is entitled to benefits 
under l.D. Act, before terminating of his services and 
workman included even a part time/temporary worker and 
therefore the workman is a workman and the termination 
of his services amounts retrenchment and the party no. 1 
has not produced the relc ant documents and the 
termination of the services of the workman is illegal due 
to non-compliance of the provision of Section 25(F) and 
25(G) of the Act and Section 6n of the Bombay Shops and 
Establishment •'\ct and the workman is entitled to 
reinstatement in service with conliiniity and full back 
wages. 

7. On the othe'" hand, it was submitted by the learned 
advocate for the management that ihe workman was never 
appointed as a peon and he was engaged as the sweeper 
on stop gap arrangement and he had not completed 240 
days of work and he was paid Rs, 175 per month as agreed 
and the provision of section 25-F of the Act and Bombay 
Shops and Establishment Act are not applicable and the 
workman is not entitled to any relief 

8 . At this juncture, I think it proper to mention about 
the submission made by the learned advocate for the 
workman regarding the application of Section 66 of the 
Bombay Shops and Establishment Act. There is no pleading 
in the statement of claim that the provisions of Bombay 
shops and Establishment Act are applicable to party no, 1. 
No evidence has been adduced in that respect. Hence, the 
submission that provision of Section 66 of the Bombay 
Shops and Establishment Act are applicable to the case of 
the workman has no force. Hence, with respect, I am if the 
opinion that the judgment of the Hon’ble Apex Court cited 
by the learned advocate for the workman has no application 
in the present case. 

9. It is well settled that employees employed on part 
time basis but under control and supervision of employer 
is a workman and he would be entitled to benefit of 
continuous service under section 25-B and protection of 
section 25-F of the Act. Hence, even if, the plea taken by 
the party no. 1 that the workman was engaged as part time 
sweeper is believed, still then, the workman can be said to 
be a workman as defined under section 2(oo) of the Act. 

It is also well settled that before a workman can be 
considered to have one year of continuous service in an 
industry, it must be shown first that he was employed for a 
period of not less than 12 calendar months and next that 
during the preceding 12 calendar months of the alleged 
date of termination had worked for not less than 240 days. 
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It is also well settled that the initial burden is on the workman 
to prove that he worked for 240 days in the preceding 12 
months of his date of termination. 

10. In the case, the workman besides filing his 
evidence on affidavit has also filed the documents, Exts. 
W-1 and W-2 to prove that he worked for 240 days preceding 
the 12 calendar months of the date of his termination. The 
documents, Exts. 1 and 2 have been admitted in to evidence 
on the admission of party no. 1. Exts. 1 and 2 show that 
workman was working for full day from January, 1997 with 
party no.l. Party no. 1 has also not denied in the written 
statement that the workman did not work for 240 days in a 
year, though it has been stated that the concept of 240 
days of continuous service for the purposes of 
regularization is not applicable in the case of the workman. 
From the evidence on record, it is found that the workman 
has been able to show that he worked for 240 days in the 
preceding 12 calendar months of 20-10-2000. Hence, the 
termination of the services of the workman can be said to 
be retrenchment. As admittedly, the provisions of section 
25-F of the Act i.e. one month’s notice or one month’s pay 
in lieu of notice or retrenchment compensation was not 
paid to the workman before termination of his services, 
such termination is held to be illegal. 

i 1. Now the moot question for consideration is as to 
what relief or reliefs the workman is entitled to. Admittedly, 
the workman was appointed temporarily about 15 years 
back. His appointment was not in accordance with instant 
recruitment rules of party no. 1. In such a case, the relief of 
reinstatement cannot be justified. Hence the workman is 
not entitled for reinstatement in service. Instead of 
reinstatement, monetary compensation would meet the 
ends of justice. Taking into consideration the period of 
service of the workman and the facts and circumstances of 
the case in a whole, in my considered opinion, monetary 
compensation of Rs. 50,000 (Rupees Fifty thousand only) 
in lieu of reinstatement shall be appropriate, just and 
equitable. Hence, it is ordered: 

ORDER 

The action of the management of the Punjab National 
Bank represented by Regional Manager, Punjab National 
Bank, Nagpur, (ii) The Branch Manager, P.N.B. Branch 
Khamla, Nagpur in terminating the services of Shri Ashwin 
Dadarao Bhaisare R/o Budha Nagar, Indora, Nagpur w.e.f, 
20-10-2000 is illegal, improper and unjustified. The party 
no. 1, the Regional Manager, Punjab National Bank, Nagpur 
is directed to pay monetary compensation of Rs. 50,000 
(Rupees fifty thousand only) to the workman, Shri Ashwin 
Dadarao Bhaisare. The award be given effect to by the 
party no. 1, within one month of the date of publication of 
the award in the Official Gazette. 

J. P. CHAND, Presiding Officer 


^ 2 2012 

W.31T. 1803.—re|cll4 1947 (1947 

W] 14) ^ 17 ^ 315^^01 ft', 

^ ^ '=b4<=M<T ^ ftH 
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^ 

#3rt3qTf^/l^H4141/70/2004) ^ y+lfvid %, 

^ 12-4-2012 ^ W|3TT I 

[ft. ■Q:^-12012/73/2004-31T^3TR (ftt- H)] 
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New Delhi, the 2nd May, 2012 

S.O.1803.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. CGIT/ 
NGP/70/2004) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal/Labour Court, Nagpur now as shown in the 
■ Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Bank of India and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 124-2012. 

[No. L-12012/73/2004-IR (B-II)] 
SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI J.P. CHAND, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CGIT-CUM-LABOUR COURT, NAGPUR 

Case No.CGIT/NGP/70/2004 Date: 29-3-2012 

Party No. 1 : The Asstt. General Manager, 

Bank of India, 

Nagpur Zone, Zonal Office, S. V. Patel 
Marg, Post Box No. 4, Nagpur-440001 

Versus 

Party No. 2 : ShriNathuji Vithuji Dayalwar, 

R/o & Post-Manora, Tah-Ballarpur, 

Distt. Chandrapur (MS) 

AWARD 

(Dated: 29th March, 2012) 

In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of section 10 of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) (‘^the Act” in 
short), the Central Government has referred the industrial 
dispute between the employers, in relation to the 
management of Bank of India and their workman 
Shri Nathuji Dayalwar, for adjudication, as per letter No.L- 
12012/73/2004-IR (B-II) dated 19-7-2004, with the following 
schedule:— 

“Whether the action of the management of Bank of 
India, in terminating the services ofShri Nathuji Vithuji 
Dayalwar, Safai Kamgar, Bank of India, Branch 
Manora, Tah-Ballarpur, Distt. Chandrapur (MS) on 
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27-6-2003 is legal wd justified? If not, what is the 

relief to which the worlonan is entitled? 

2. On receipt of the reference, the parties were noticed 
to file their respective statement of claim and written 
statement and accordingly, the worionan, Shri Nathuji 
Daya Iwar, (“the workman” in short), filed the statement of 
clain and the management of Bank of India (“Party No. 1 ” 
in sh( >rt) filed its written statement. 

The case of the workman as projected in the 
statement of claim is that he came to be appointed with 
party no. 1 in the year 1996, as a safei kamgar and from the 
date (if his appointment, he worked continuously with party 
no. 1 and he was never served with any charge sheet or 
memi) during his entire service carrier, but he was terminated 
from services by party no.l orally, w.e.f. 26-6-2003 and 
befoi e termination of his service, neither any notice nor 
noti( e pay,In lieu of the notice or retrenchment 
corn; ensation was given to him and the termination of his 
service was without compliance of the mandatory 
provi sions of section 25-F of the Act and there was also 
viola tion of section 25-G of the Act, as the party no. 1 did 
not d isplay any seniority list and the post in which he was 
work ing is still vacant and as the termination of his service 
amounts to retrenchment and such retrenchment was 
without following the mandatory provisions of Section 
25- F of the Act, die same is illegal, arbitrary and colourable 
exercise of power. The workman has prayed for his 
reins atement in service, as per the provisions of Section 
25-H of the Act. 

3. The party no. 1 in its written statement has pleaded 
inter-alia that there was no employer and employee 
relati onship between it and the workman and the workman 
was I lever appointed as safai ktungar by it in 1996 ^nd as 
such, there was no question of termination of the services 
of th<: workman w.e.f 26-6-2003 orally and no post of safei 
kam^ :ar is vacant with it and the workman is not entitled to 
any r ;lief 

4. It is necessary to mention here that even though 
the w orkman had filed his evidence on affidavit, in support 
of hi:; claim, he did not appear for cross-examination, even 
thouj he had been given number of opportunities for the 
sam«. As the workman did not appear for his cross- 
exanination, by order dated 7-4-2011, his evidence on 
affid ivit was expunged and the evidence was closed from 
his side. It is also necessary to mienti<xi here that the party 
no. 1 did not adduce any oral evidence in support of his 
case. 

5. It is well settled that when a workman raises a 
dispute challenging the validity of the termination of his 
servi :es, it is imperative for him to file written statement 
before the Industrial Court setting out grounds on which 
the o rder is challenged and he must also produce evidence 
to prove his case. If the workman fails to appear or to file 
written statement or to produce evidence, the dispute 


referred by the Government cannot be answered in favour 
of the workman and he could not be entitled to any relief 
In this case also, the workman has failed to 
produce any evidence in support of his claim. 
Therefore, the workman is not entitled for any relief 
and the reference cannot be answered in his favour. 
Hence, it is ordered:— 

ORDER 

The action of the nuinagement of Bank of India, in 
terminating the services of Shri Nathuji Vithuji Dayalwar, 
Safei Kamgar, Bank of India, Branch Manora, Tah-Ballvpur, 
Distt. Chandrapur (MS) on 27-6-2003 is legal & justified. 
The wofkman is not entitled to any relief 

J. P. CHAND, Presiding Officer 
M 2 TJi, 2012 
1804.— 1947 (1947 
14) ^ tmr 17 ^ aftjJFirin 
fer. ^ 'SRVlfsI ^ 

(ri^ #3fl3iT^/^!nfrqt/30/2004) ^ 

^ 12-4-2012 ^ I 

[U T^-17011/4/2002-3n^3TR (^- II)] 
TR, <HfV«F!0 

New Delhi, the 2nd May, 2012 
S.O. 1304.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. CGlT/NGP/30/2004) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Nagpur now as shown in the Annexure in the* 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of New India Assurance Co. Ltd. and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 124-2012. 

[No. L-17011 /4/2002-lR (B-II)] 
SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI J. P. CHAND, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CGIT-CUM-LADOUR COURT, NAGPUR 
Case No.CGIT/NGP/30/2002 Dale: 16-3-2012 

Party No. I : The Regional Manager, 

New India Assurance Co. Ltd. 
Gopalkrishna Bhavan, Near Rani Jhansi 
Square, Sit£d>uldi, Nagpur440012 
Versus 

Party No. 2 : The Secretary, 

The General Insurance Emplys. Union, 
W.Z. Branch, 15 AD, 

Complex, Mount Rd. Sadar, 

N^ur-440012. 



[«?PiU-^ap»53(ii)] 


11^26,2012/3^5, 1934 


4271 


AWARD 

(Dated: t6thMarch,20t2) 

In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) (“the Act*’ in 
short), the Central Government has referred the industrial 
dispute between the employers, in relation to the 
management of New India Assurance Co. Ltd. and their 
workman Shri Arvind Jeevan Singh, for adjudication, as 
pcrletterNo.L. 1701 l/4/^-IR(B-II) dated 7-5-2002, wWi 
the following schedule:— 

“Whether the action of the management of die New 

India Assurance Co. through its Regional Manager, 

Nagpur is justified in not regularizing Shri Arvind 

Jeevan Singh as Staff Car Driver w.e.f. 294-1998? If 

so, what relief is the said workman entitled to?*’ 

2.. On receipt of the reference, die parties were noticed 
to file their respective statement of claim and written 
statement and accordingly, the workman, Shri Arvind 
Jeevan Singh, (“the workman’’ in short) filed the statement 
of claim and the management of the New India Assurance 
C(»npany Ltd. (“Party No. 1” in short) filed its written 
statement. 

The case of the workman as projected by the 
workman in the statement of claim is that he is working 
with party no. 1 since 29-4-1998 as a staff car driver on 
daily wages basis and he has already worked for more than 
1000 days and inspite of working for more than 1000 days, 
his services have not been regularized and wages is being 
paid to him on vouchers and cheques and he was being 
paid Rs. 90 per day upto September, 1999, Rs. 133 per day 
in October and November, 1999 and Rs. 150 per day from 
Deconber, 2000onwards and he had made reixesentations, 
but he did not receive any reply or positive response from 
party no. 1 and he has the required qualifrcations and valid 
driving license for his qipointment as a driver and as he 
has already worked for more than 1000 days as staff car 
driver, he is eligible to get permanency and regular 
appointinent as the staff car driver. 

The workman has further pleaded that he was 
employed by tiie party no. 1 on 29-4-1998 and since then 
he is regularly and continuously working as a driver and 
he has completed more than 240 days of w(xk in every year 
and therefore, he has become a confirmed employee and is 
entitled to be regularized as a driver. 

The workman has prayed to direct the party no. 1 to. 
regularize his service as Ae staff car driver and to pay b^k 
wages and all other consequential benefits. 

3. The party no. 1 in its written statement has pleaded 
inter-alia that the reference is not maintainable as the 
reference as well as the terms of the reference are patently 
illegal, as the government has gone into disputed question 
of fact, while making the reference, which is beyond the 


scqie and jurisdiction of the govenunent and in.this case, 
the workman has claimed regular employment and the 
dispute has been referred by tiie Government assuming 
certain facts which do not exist and the government has 
already decided that there is employer-employee 
relationship between it and the workman and the claim for 
regular employment is to be adjudicated and decided, which 
is factually incorrect and tiie reference has been made 
mechanically, without rq^plication of mind and no employer- 
employee relationship exists, as the workman was never 
iqipointed by it as alleged, hence the claim for regularization 
is not maintainable. 

The further case of party no. I is that thou^ the 
dispute was raised by the union, the statement of claim has 
been filed by tiie woikman and this is not areference under 
Section 2A of the Act and as such, the workman has no 
locus standi to file the statement of claim and for that the 
statement of claim cannot be considered and the reference 
is to be answered in its favour. 

It is further pleaded by the party no. 1 that the 
woricman was never appointed by it as staff car driver and 
infect, the services of tiie woikman was utilized by it purely 
on as and when required basis and there was need for 
driving the staff car and the wmkman was engaged on day 
to day basis and as such the question of his regularization 
does not arise and there is alw no vacancy of driver in its 
Regional Office and it is a Government of India.undertaking 
and it has well defined recruitment policy for class 111 and 
IV cadre employees and to get regular employment with it, 
a person has to undergo the process of selection and the 
case of the workman cannot be considered for 
regularization, as he has never employed as per its laid 
down procedure and process of selection. The further case 
of the party no. 1 is that the woikman was not regularly 
engaged and his service is being utilized on day to day 
requirement basis and wages on daily basis is being paid 
to him either through vouchers or cheques and since it has 
no vacancy of driver and there is no policy to regularize 
and recruit employees through back door, it is not possible 
to offer regular employment to the workman and there is no 
merit in the dispute and the same is liable to be answered in 
its favour. 

4. In his rejoinder, the workman has further pleaded 
that the party no. 1 has regularized the services of many 
casual employees who were initialty working as daily rated 
employees including Miss. Durga Mahule, who was 
regularized in 1994, Mr. Santosh Wahikar, who was 
regularized in 1999, Mr. Shankar Yerkantiwar, who was 
regularized in 1988, Mr. Rajesh Gujarkar, who was made 
permanent in 1997, Mr. Rajesh Shewere, who was made 
permanent in 1994, Mr. Hemraj Ade and Chandrakant 
Sawaikarin2003. 

5. Both the parties have led oral evidence in support 
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of their respective claims, besides placing reliance on 
docume itary evidence. The workman has examined himself 
as a wit less in support of his claim. 

T le examination-in-chief of the workman is on 
affidaviIn his evidence, the workman has reiterated the 
facts mentioned in the statement of claim and rejoinder. 
However, in the cross-examination, the workman has 
admitted that no order in writing was issued and no 
intervi< w was taken and he was not sponsored by 
Employment Exchange and he does not know how 
appoint nents are made in party no.l and he was engaged 
on dail) wages basis and as the work of driver was not 
regular, he was doing the work of peon in the office at 
times. 

6. One Vishwas Bansi Gaikward has been examined 
as a witness on behalf of the party no.l. His evidence is 
also in :he line of the stands taken by party no.l in the 
written i tatement. During his cross-exaniination, it was tried 
on beha If of the workman to prove that the workman was 
not wordng as a daily wager. But, in view of the specific 
pleadinj; of the workman in the statement of claim and due 
to the admission made by him in his evidence thnt his 
engagement by party no.l was on daily wage basis, such 
attempt is of no help to the workman. 

7. In the written notes of argument, it was submitted 
by the learned advocate for the workman that the 
manage nent had kept the workman on temporary basis for 
year together without regularizing his services and the post 
of driver is vacant and party no.l has regularized many 
workers, who were initially appointed on temporary basis 
and there was discrimination and the workman is entitled 
for regu arization. 

8. Per contra, it was submitted by the learned advocate 
for the party no.l that the reference is bad in law as 
government has gone into disputed question of fact while 
making the reference and the services of the workman was 
untilised as and when required basis on daily wages and 
day to day basis and his engagement was not in accordance 
with the recruitment rules of party no. 1 and as such, the 
case of the workman cannot be considered fcr 
regularization. In support of such contentions, learned 
advocate for the party no. 1 has placed reliance on the 
decisiors reported in 1996(2) SLR-321 (State of Himachal 
Pradesl: Vs. Suresh Kumar Verma), 2007-I-LLJ-1042 
(Accour ts Officer(A& 1), APSRTC Vs. K. V. Ramana), (2005) 
4 SCC-z 09 (Binod Kumar Gupta Vs. Ram Ashray Mahato), 
AIR 20( 5(SC)-1790 (Dhampur Sugar Mills Ltd. Vs. Bhola 
Singh), AIR 1997 (SC)-3657 (Himanshu Kumar Vs. State of 
Bihar), 9941 LLJ-5 (Zakir Hussain Vs. Engineer-in-chief, 
Irrigatio i Department), AIR 1992 SC-2070 (Director, Institute 
of Management Development Vs, PVS Smt. Puspa 
Srivastav), 1999 LLR-439 (State of UP Vs. Labour Cout), 
2009-1'^ SCC-473 (Bangalore Metropolitan Transpor. 
Corpora tion Vs. T.V. Anandappa) and some other''. 


9. In the decision reported in 1996(2) SLR-321 (Supra), 
the Hon’ble Apex Court have held that, “appointment on 
daily wages basis is not an appointment to a post according 
to the Rules.” 

10. In the decision reported in 2007-I-LLJ-1042(Supra), 
the Hon’ble Apex Court have held that, “Regularisation of 
contractual or casual employees dehors rules not to be 
granted by Courts. Their working for a long period not 
ground for regularization.” 

11. In the decision reported in (2005) 4 SCC-209 
(Supra), the Hon’ble Apex Court have held that, “Merely 
because applicants were working in the post for 15 years, 
they cannot be allowed to continue in service.” 

12. In the decision reported in AIR 2005(SC) 1790 
(Supra), the Hon’ble Apex Court have held that, “Daily 
wager-ReguIarisation of Service—Completion of240 days 
of continuous service in year—May not itself be ground 
for directing regularization in services—Particularly in 
cases when workman had not been appointed in accordance 
with extent rules.” 

13. In the decision reported in AIR 1997 SC-3657 
(Supra), the Hon’hie Apex Court have held that, “Daily 
wage employees—Appointment made on basis of need of 
work-Termi nation of their services—Cannot be construed 
to be retrenchment—Same is not arbitrary as they are not 
entitled to post.” 

14. In the decision reported in 1994-I-LLJ-^ (Supra), 
the Hon’ble High Court of Allahabad have held that, 
“Regularisation—Person appointed on adhoc basis on 
daily wages—Has no right to be regularized—Such person 
cannot claim to be regularized as a matter of right.” 

15. In the present case at hand, it is clear from the 
evidence on record that the workman was engaged on daily 
wages basis as and when required. It is also clear from the 
record that the employment of the workman was not in 
accordance with the Rules of recruitment of party no.l. So, 
applying the principles enunciated by the Hon’ble Apex 
Court and Hon’ble High Court mentioned above to the 
facts and circumstances of this case it is found that the 
workman is not entitled to claim regularization in service 
and he has no right to claim regularization in the post of 
staff car driver. Hence, it is ordered;- 

ORDER 

The action of the management of the New India 
Assurance Co. through its Regional Manager. Nagpur is 
justified in not regularizing Shri Arvind Jeevan Singh as 
Staff Car Driver w.e.f 29-4-1998. The workman is not 
entitled to any relief 

J. P. CHAND, Ifresiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 2nd May, 2012 

S.O. 1805.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 181/ 
2011) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court-1, New Delhi now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute betvv?ep, the employers in relation to 
the management of Punjab National Bank and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 134-2012, 

[No. L-12011/72/2008-IR(B-U)} 
SHEESH RAM. Section Officer 
AT^NEXURE 

BEFORE DR RK. YADAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVT, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
NO, I, KARKARDOOMA COURTS 
COMPLEX: DELHI 

I. D. No. 181/2011 

Shri Kanti Rathi through 
The Executive Member, 

Akhil Bhartiya PNB Workers Organisation, 

898, New Sadak, Chandni Chowk, 

Delhi-] 10006 ... Claimant 

yersus 

The Regional Manager, 

Punjab National Bank, 

Regional Office, 

Lie Building, Prabhat Nagar, 

Saket, Meerut, U.P. ... Management 

AWARD 

1. A special assistant, working in Industrial Area, 
Muzaffar Nagar Branch, Punjab National Bank (in short 
the Bank) was served with a charge-sheet dated 
18-6-2005, His reply to the said charge-sheet was found 
to be unsatisfactory, hence departmental enquiry was 
constituted against him. During the pendency of the said 
enquiry, 19 vacancies for promotion to Junior, 
Management Grade-I were identffied in Meerut, Muzaffar 
Nagar, Mjradabad and Saharanpur Regions of the Bank. 


Circular dated 8-8-2005 was issued in that regard. Eligible 
employees were called for test and interview for promotion 
to the aforesaid posts. Special Assistant, namely, 
Shri Kanti Rathi was also called for interview on 
26-8-2005. Since the enquiry was pending against him, 
he was not approved for promotion. He made 
representations dated 7-9-2005 and 27-9-2005 to the bank 
in that regard. Since his representations were not answered 
favourably, he raised an industrial dispute before the 
Conciliation Officer. Conciliation proceedings failed and 
on consideration of failure report the Appropriate 
Government referred the dispute to Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal No. II, New Delhi, for adjudication 
vide order No.L-120! l/72/2008-IR(B-Il) New Delhi, dated 
22-10-2008, with following terms:— 

“Whether the action of the management of Punjab 
National Bank in disapproving candidature of the 
employee Shri Kanti Rathi, Special Assistant, 
Industrial Area Branch, Muzaffar Nagar, for 
promotion in Junior Management Grade Officers 
Scale-1 with effect from 26-8-2005 is legal and 
justified ? What relief the concerned employee is 
entitled to and from which date ?” 

2. Claim statement was filed by Shri Rathi pleading 
therein that he Is an activist of Trade Union movement, 
who espouses causes of his fellow employees. Being a 
dedicated and committed Trade Union worker he has raised 
strong voice against harassment, victimization as well as 
corruption of senior officers and in that process has to 
bear the burnt of those officers. The bank's policy and 
procedure for promotion of clerks and special assistants 
as officers are governed by settlement dated 29-10-1998. 
Seniority of an employee is determined on the basis of 
priority marks. These priority marks are given for services 
rendered in the bank as well as for educational 
qualifications, acquired by an employee. For promotion 
seniority and merit go together. 

3. Shri Rathi asserts that on 8-8-2005 
communication issued by the bank highlighted that 19 
vacancies in Meerut, Muzaffar Nagar, Moradabad and 
Saharanpur regions of the bank were identified for 
promotion of eligible employees in Junior Management 
Scale-I through seniority cum absence of demerit basis. 
He was called for interview on 26-8-2005 along with 
other eligible employees. When result was declared he 
was shocked to notice that employees possessing 
lesser priority marks and having lesser length of service 
and qualification were promoted as officer. He was not 
approved for promotion as officer. He made 
representations dated 7-9-2005 and 27-9-2005, but to 
no avail. The bank has discriminated him, on account 
of his legitimate trade union activities. He claims that 
an award may be passed to the effect that he was 
entitled for promotion as an officer with effect from 
26-8-2005, besides granting him consequential benefits. 


1706 GI/2012—17 
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4. Claim was demurred by the bank pleading that 
for want of espousal by the union the dispute is not 
an industrial dispute. It has been agitated that promotion 
or lon-promotion is a management function and no one 
car claim promotion as a matter of right. Issuance of 
cot imunication dated 8-8-2005 has not been disputed. 
Th; bank projects that charge-sheet dated 18-6-2006 was 
ser^^ed on the claimant and on the date of interview an 
en( uiry was pending against him. The enquiry' resulted 
in award of punishment to the claimant and he was 
brcught down to two lower stages in the scale of pay, 
vice order dated 10-1-2008. 

5. The bank asserts that an employee under 
su^ension or against whom a departmental enquiry for 

misconduct pends or who has been charge- 
^eted for gross misconduct can sit in written test and 
rview but shall not be eligible for promotion til! he 
Exonerated of the charges. If ultimately he is found 
guilty of gross misconduct and has been approved 
promotion the bank shall promote him from the date 
the decision given by the disciplinary authority In 
e of punishment being awarded for gross misconduct 
shall not be promoted and will not be eligible for 
|ng considered for promotion and for officiating as an 
cer for two years from the date of punishment. Since 
departmental enquiry was pending and ultimately 
i Rathi was punished for misconduct, he w as neither 
eligible for being considered nor entitled to be promoted 
as lunior Management Scale-I officer. His claim is devoid 
of merits, hence may be discarded, presents the bank. 

6. Vide order No. Z-22019/6/2007-IR (C-II) dated 
2-i-2011 the appropriate Government transferred the case 
to jhis Tribunal for adjudication. 

7. Claimant has examined himself in support of his 
e. Shri Sanjay Sur, Manager, was brought in the witness 

bojc by the bank. No other witness was examined by either 
he parties. 

8. Arguments were heard at the bar. Shri Satish 
Ch^iabra, authorized representative, advanced arguments 

behalf of the claimant. Shri Rajat Arora, authorized 
ijresentative, presented his point of view on behalf of 
bank. I have given my careful considerations to the 
duments advanced at the bar and cautiously perused the 
c ord. My findings on issues involved in the controversy 
as follows:— 


arq 

9. The claimant concedes in his testimony that on 
28 '8-2005 a departmental enquiry was pending against him. 
He does not dispute that on conclusion of that enquiry he 
wa s punished for misconduct on 10-1-2008. He also admits 
thj t in case an employee lacks merit, the bank has a right 
no: to promote him. Shri Sanjay Sur also projects in his 
tes limony that the claimant was found unfit for promotion, 
sirce a departmental enquiry was pending against him at, 
thit time. He projects that no post was kept vacant for 
Sh 'i Rathi in view of the circular Ex. WW-1/2. 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 

10. From the facts deposed by Shri Rathi and 
Shri Sur, it emerges over the record that a charge-sheet 
was served on Shri Rathi on 18-6-2005 for gross 
misconduct. An enquiry was constituted. Enquiry 
proceedings culminated into a proposition that Shri Rathi 
had committed gross misconduct. After considering the 
facts presented by Shri Rathi, he was awarded a 
punishment of bringing him down to two lower stages 
in scale of pay, vide order dated 10-1-2008. During the 
pendency of the said enquiry, the bank identified 19 
vacancies in Meerut, Muzaffar Nagar, Moradabad and 
Saharanpur Regions for promotion in Junior Management 
Scale-I through seniority cum absence of demerit and 
circular dated 8-8-2005 was issued in that regard, 
Shri Rathi was called for interview on 26-8-2005, but not 
approved for promotion on account of pendency of the 
enquiry referred above. Policy Ex WWl/2 was framed for 
promotion of clerks and special assistants as officers by 
way of tripartite settlement, during the course of 
conciliation proceedings. Clause 3(b) of the said policy 
is relevant for consideration in the present controversy. 
For sake of convenience the same is reproduced as 
follows:— 

“3(b) An employee under suspension or against 
whom departmental enquiry for gross misconduct 
is pending or who has been charge sheeted for 
gross misconduct, may sit in the written test and 
interview but shall not be eligible for promotion 
till he is exonerated of the charge. If ultimately he 
is found to be not guilty of misconduct and has 
been approved for promotion, the bank shall 
promote the said employee from the date of the 
said decision has been given by the disciplinary 
authority. In case of punishment being awarded for 
gross misconduct he shall not be promoted and 
will not be eligible for being considered for 
promotion and officiating for two years from the 
date of punishment.” 

11. As conceded by Shri Rathi on 26-8-2005, the 
date when he was called for interview, an enquiry for 
alleged commission of gross misconduct was pending 
against him. He was called for interview by the bank but 
not approved for promotion, in view of first part of 
clause 3(b) of policy Ex-WWl/2, which was applicable 
to his case with all force. It is also an admitted fact that 
the bank could establish charges against Shri Rathi and 
the Disciplinary Authority awarded punishment to him, 
vide his order dated 10-1-2008. Since the enquiry 
culminated in award of punishment to Shri Rathi, 
consequently it is evident that Shri Rathr was not eligible 
for promotion in August 2005. The said enquiry resulted 
in award of punishment to Shri Rathf in January 2008 
and second limb of clause 3 (b) of the above settlement 
came into operation also. Therefore for next two years 
Shri Rathi was not eligible for being considered for 
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promotion in Junior Management Scale>l Officer of the 
bank. Consequently it is clear that the bank was justified 
in not approving Shri Rathi for promotion. There is no 
illegality in denial of promotion to Shri Radii in August 
2005. ^ 

12. In view of reasons detailed above, promotion 
was rightly not granted to Shri Rathi in August 2005. 
He has no claim in that regard. Award is, accordingly, 
passed in favour of the bank and against Shri Rathi. It 
be sent to the appropriate Government for publication. 

Dr. R. K. YADAV, Presiding Officer 

Dated : 12-3-2012 

^ 2 2012 
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New Delhi, the 2nd May, 2012 

S.O. 1806.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 11/ 
2009) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/L^ur 
Court, Hyderabad now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Oriental Bank of Commerce and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 174-2012. 

[No. L-12012779/2008-IR(B-Il)] 
SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNALOJM-LABOUR 
COURT AT HYDERABAD 

Present : SHRI VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer 
Dated the 29th day of February, 2012 
In'dustrial Dispute No. 11/2009 

Between : 

Sri M. Behur, 

H. No. 10-4-C/48, 

Addagutta, 

Secunderabad 


AND 

The General Manager, 

Oriental Bank of Commerce, 

Regional Office, No. 103, 

H. No. 8-2-248rA, Maharsh House, 

Road No. 3, Bahjara Hills, 

Hyderabad-500 034 ...Respondent 

APPEAIUNCES: 

For the Petitioner : Nil ^ 

For the Respondent : Nil 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by 
its order No. L-120I2/79/2008-IR(B-ll) dated 16-2-2009 
referred the following dispute under section lO(l)Cd) of 
the I.D. Act, 1947 for adjudication to this Tribunal 
between the management of Oriental Bank of Commerce 
and their workman. The reference is, 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of management of 
M/s. Oriental Bank of Commerce, Hyderabad in 
regularizing the services of the some of the workman 
of erstwhile Global Trust Bank, Hyderabad and not 
regularizing the services of Shri M. Benhur, ex- 
runner is legal and justified ? What relief the 
workman is entitled?” 

The reference is number is this Tribunal as I.D. No. 

11/2009 and notices were issued to the parties. 

2. Petitioner as well as Respondent called absent on 
the date of hearing. Petitioner is not responding to the 
notices even after more than two years after receipt of the 
reference, as such, the matter is closed. Hence, ‘Nil’ Award 
is passed in absence of claim statement and parties. 
Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Smt. P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 29th day of February, 2012. 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer 

Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined for 

the Petitionere the Respondent 

Nil Nil 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 

Nil , ^ 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
Nil 


... Petitioner 
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New Delhi, the 2nd May, 2012 

S.O. 1807.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Indusirial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref CGiTA of 
105 0 ^2004 New, Ref: ITC 74/1998 Old) of the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, 
Ahmedabad as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
manai;ement of Western Railway and their workman, 
received by the Central Government on 1-5-2012. 

[No. L^1012/45/1998-IR(B-I)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, AHMEDABAD 

Present : 

Bina> Kumar Sinha, 

Presi( ling Officer, 

CGIT cum-Labour Court, 

Ahmedabad, Dated 3rd April, 2012 

Reference : CGITA of 105 of 2004 (New) 

1 Reference : ITC. 74/1998 (Old) 

1. The General Manager, 

Western Railway, Churchgate, 

Miimbai-400001 

2. Tie Divisional Railway Manager, 

Western Railway, Baroda (Gujarat) 

3. Senior Electrical Foreman (Power), 

W jstem Rai I way, Godhra-389001 ,. First Part>' 

And their Workman 

Shri ,1. K. Ved, 

Sindiri Mata Devasthan, 

S. T. Nagar Road, Godhara 

(Gujarat)-389001 ... Secona F .ay 

For the first party Shri H. B. Shah, Advocat 

For the second party Shri Vikaram Mashar, Advocate 


A dispute was raised by the second party regarding 
strucking off the name of Shri J.K. Ved from muster roll 
w.e.f 11-12-1993 without serving the transfer order dated 
10-12-1993 x)n the employee concern, whereas the ALC 
(C) (Conciliation Officer) sent failure report to the 
Appropriate Government, and thereafter the Appropriate 
Govemment/Central Government, Ministry of Labour 
considering Industrial Dispute exist between the employer 
in relation to the management of Western Railway, 
Mumbai and their workman by its order No. L-41012/45/ 
1998-lR (B-I) New Delhi dal* ’ 17-8-1998 in exercise of 
power conferred by clause i -'f sub-section 1 of sub¬ 
section 2A of Section 10 of ihe industrial Dispute Act, 
1947 referred the dispute for adjudication by the Industrial 
Tribunal, Ahmedabd on fbrmuhiing the terms of reference 
under the schedule as folkne., - 

“Whether the action cf the Divisional Railway 
Manager, Baroda in strucking off the name of 
Shri J.K. Ved from the muster roll w.e.f 11-12-1993 
without serving the transfer order No. E/EL/2620 
dated 10-12-1993 on the employee concern and 
also denying him to join duties at Godhara is legal 
and justified? If not to what relief the concerned 
workman is entitled to?” 

(2) On registering of the case by the Industrial 
Tribunal, Ahmedabd the parties to the case were 
notice for appearance and also for filing respective- 
statement of claim and written statement. Both 
the workmen second party and the employer first 
party appeared and filed their respective pleadings 
in this case. 

(3) The case of the second party workman as per 
Ext. 2 is that he was initially appointed as a 
Casual Fitter on 31-7-1980 under Electric 
Chargeman, Godhra. Thereafter he was appointed 
as casual Khalasi at Godhara in Railway 
Electrification Project, Overhead Equipment Group 
No. 42 on 22-8-1981. Subsequently he was given 
temporary status on 1-1-1984 and was also given 
all benefits as that of a permanent employee. 
Subsequently he was given revised pay scale 
from 22-08-1981 and he performed continuous 
duties up to 10-12-1993. His screening was done 
by the first party and on passing at the screening 
he was absorbed as a permanent employee. He 
was working as a temporary Khalasi under 
Assistant Traction Foreman. Dahod in T.R.D. 
from where he was relieved on 19-7-1987 to 
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resume duties at Godhara under Assistant Traction 
Foreman and he resume duties at Godhara on 
20-7-1987. Further case is that since he (second 
party) was absorbed as a permanent employee he 
gained protection provision of articles 311 (a) as 
well as 14, 16 of the constitution of India and 
also under provisions of Industrial Dispute Act. 
Further case is that he was promoted to the post 
of a Senior Khalasi and was absorbed in the 
grade of Rs. 870/1150 at Godhara. Subsequently 
he proceeded for long leave for carrying studies 
and also passed B.A. examination as an external 
candidate and also passed L.L.B. examination 
through evening college. Further case is that he 
was also working as Honorary Secretary of 
General Workmen’s Union. And was also involved 
in various union activity taking cause of retired 
Railway Employees having its registration No. 
G/4347 dated 9-2-198S. Further case is that seeing 
union activity of the second party workman 
taking up cause of the retired railway employee 
the management of first party was biased and 
started carrying the malicious intention against 
him, the President of the union had informed the 
management of first party by registered post 
a/d. to notify the second party workman as a 
protected worker. Further case is that in view of 
such past activities of the. second party workman, 
the management of first party took a decision and 
planned for removing the second party from 
Godhara by making order of transfer on 

10- ! 2-1993 regarding his transfer fi'om Godhra to 
Viramgam and the said order w^as handed over 
to an officer at Baroda and directing to him to. 
serve the same personally upon him (second 
party). Further case is that the said transfer order 
was not personally served upon him since the 
second party was on earned leave 9/10-12-1993 
and his leave was sanctioned and was to resume 
duties on 11-12-1993 but the health of his wife 
was not good and so he filed an application for 
extending leave for 10 days more. Further case 
is that on 11-12-1993 he was not present and so 
the transfer order and relieving order of the 
management of first party was not served upon 
him and transfer pass was not issue to him. 
Further case is that the management of first party 
prepared transfer order and relieving order on 

11- 12-1993 the copy of aforesaid relieving memo 
has not yet been served on the second party by 
any means and the first party illegally have 
slrucked off his name from the muster roll from 


11-12-1993 and the act of the first party in 
showing in the remarks column against the name 
of the second party that he absconded after 
struck off his name fi'om muster roll. Further case 
is that on 13-12-1993 first party' exhibited one 
Hindi version notice on the second party’s 
Railway Quarter No. 328/A GL. Yard informing to 
the second party to come to office and collect 
transfer order and transfer pass. Then the second 
party filed complaint registered as Complaint No. 
2/93 in Labour Court, Godhra, under section 33A 
of the I.D. Act 1947 on 13-12-1993 making prayer 
for issuing interim injunction against opponent 
Railway Management. Further case is that an 
interim stay order was passed on complaint No. 
2/93 against the opponent party' (Management 
of Railway) on 13-12-1993 and the said order was 
served on the Railway Management on 
14-12-1993 and the workman reported for duty on 
14-12-1993 but Senior Electrical Forefnan, power, 
Godhra, Western Railway, did not allow him 
(workman) to resume duty by giving in writing 
on his letter that his name is not there now in 
muster roll of Godhra and so he should proceed 
to Viramgam to appear before the Divisional 
Personnel Officer and to join duty at Viramgam 
as per his transfer order. Thereafter the second 
party workman on 21-1-1995 filed Criminal Complaint 
under sections 188, 352, 504, 506 (2) of the IPC 
against Shri Fakrumiya Usmannmiya Malek Senior 
Electrical Foreman power Godhra Railway Station 
and the copy of complaint was sent for 
investigation by Police and thereafter chargesheet 
was submitted and the case was pending in the 
Court of Railway Magistrate, Godhra, as case No. 
1017/1995. Subsequently the said complaint case 
was withdrawn after conciliation was arrived 
between workman and the first'Party No. 3 
Fakrumiya Usmanruniya Malek on 8-10-1997. 
Further case is that the management of first party 
filed original application 175/1995 before the CAT 
against the ad interim injunction issued by the 
Labour Court, Godhara, in which order was 
passed that Labour Court Godhara should proceed 
the matter at an earliest. Thereafter on final 
hearing of the complaint case No. 2/93 Labour 
Court Godhara dismissing complaint under section 
33 A of the I.D. Act on the ground that without 
pendency of any reference case the complaint 
under seciion 33A of Industrial Dispute Act 
cannot be entertained. Thereafter on rejection of 
the complaint No. 2/93, the second party filed 
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Special Civil Application No. 7734/1995 before the 
Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat which was 
dismissed on the ground that as per provision 
of section 28 of the Industrial Dispute Act, the 
High Court has no Jurisdiction. Thereafter the 
Industrial Dispute was raised by the second 
party before the ALC (C) and on failure report 
the reference was sent for adjudication by the 
Appropriate Government. Further case is that the 
order of transfer of the second party from Godhara 
to Viramgam was passed with malicious intention 
and vengeance and the first party had not taken 
care whether the second party is Junior or senior 
Khalasi and in the whole division singly passed 
order of his transfer. On these grounds prayer 
has been made that struck off the name of the 
second party workman J.K. Ved w.e.f 11-12-1993 
in the muster roll at Godhara be declared illegal, 
null and void, and for reinstating the workman 
from 11-12-1993 and all other wages and bonus 
money be also ordered to be paid by the first 
party to the second party and also making prayer 
for cost of this case. 


(4) 


The case of the management of first party as per 
its written statement at Ext. 6 pleading inter-alia 
is that present reference referred for adjudication 
in not maintainable, the dispute referred for 
adjudication is barred by delay, latches and 
acquiesces and that the delay defeat rights and 
remedies and so present reference is not 
maintainable under the law. The case of the 
management of first party is that on 11-12-1993 
there was not termination of the service on the 
second party rather the second party was 
transferred in the interest of administration from 
Godhara and was posted at Viramgam, and so due 
to transfer of the workman his name was struck 
off from the muster roll at Godhara and so 
strucking off the name of the workman is not a 
termination nor a retrenchment and so this 
reference is also not maintainable. On these 
scores and is fit to be dismissed. The management 
of first party have categorically denied all the 
allegation made parawise by the workman in his 
statement of claim and also stated that the 
second party workman is required strict proof of 
the allegations made in the paras No. 1 to 28 of 
the statement of claim (Ext. 2). It is the cases of 
the management of first party that the second 
party workman Shri J.K. Ved was working as 
Senior Khalasi under SEF Godhara, was transferred 
from Godhara to Viramgam on the same post and 


emoluments vide office order No. DRM (E) dated 
10-3-1993 and was relieved from SEF Godhara 
dated 11-12-1993, but the second party because 
of knowledge of transfer evaded the pHbeess of 
service of relieving memo. The relieving memo 
could not be served upon the second party and 
hence therefore the relieving memo was pasted 
at the authorised residence of second party on 
13-12-1993. The second party has had knowledge 
of his transfer and every steps taken against him 
by the management of first party and so on 
receiving of the transfer order, the second party 
had obtained stay against transfer from Labour 
Court, Godhara and was served on DRM (E) 
Western Railway Baroda on 15-12-1993. It is the 
case of the first party that the transfer order 
against the second party was duly implemented 
and stay is after implementation of transfer order 
and so the transfer order having valid effect. 
Further case is that while implementing the transfer 
order against the second party workman all 
necessary formalities were observed and complete 
by the first party. Further case is that the 
impugned transfer order is rotational-regular 
transfer. It is not with malafide intention or 
transfer by victimisation. The hardship is not a 
ground to challenge the impugned transfer order 
passed by the authority competent to issue 
transfer order. The transfer is not violative of the 
statutory rules, the second party is having no 
vested right to remain at Godhara and so the 
second party cannot challenge the said transfer as 
a matter of right. The incident and syllabus submitted 
by the second party does not effect the right of 
the first party to transfer as per statutory rules, 
transfer is made and on transfer, name of the second 
party struck off from the muster roll, does not fall 
within the purview of the Industrial Dispute. More 
so, the impugned transfer is a discretion. Transfer 
at other place in the same grade, post is permissible 
under the law and is a right of the employer and 
the Industrial Tribunal has no jurisdiction to 
interfere in such trasnfer. The transfer of the second 
party workman was made purely on administrative 
grounds. And the said transfer order is fully 
implemented on 13-12-1993, the second party had 
already been served at Godhara for more than 5 
years. The second party is Junior most senior 
Khallasi. The transfer order was served upon the 
second party by affixing at his residential quarter 
and the second party was relieved from 11-12-1993. 
The second party is not protected workman, the 
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union is not a recognized union. The name of the 
second party was struck off from the muster roll 
of SEF. Godhara after implementing the transfer 
order. So, it not correct to allege by the second 
party that the action to struck off name from muster 
roll is illegal. Further case is that struck of name 
of the second party from the muster roll is not due 
to termination but due to his transfer and so there 
is no termination by way of retrenchment of the 
second party. Hence the second party is not 
entitled for reinstatement at original post i.e. at 
Godhara in view of the terms of reference itself 
Further case is that due to knowledge of the transfer 
the second party was evading the process of 
service and so by following the prescribed mode 
of service, the said transfer order is served upon 
the second party by affecting the same at his 
known residential address and thereafter action to 
struck off his name from muster roll is not violative 
in law or contrary to law. On diese scores prayer 
has been made to dismiss the reference with cost. 

(5) In view of the pleadings of the parties the 
following issues are taken for discussion and 
determination in this case. 

ISSUES 

(i) Whether the reference is maintainable? 

(ii) Has the worionan (second party)'got valid cause 
of action to raise dispute? 

(iii) Whether the workman is protected workman and 
whether he has right to be posted at Godhara by 
ignoring his transfer being a periodical/regular 
and whether the woiianan was not a railway 
services to face incident of transfer? 

(iv) Whether the management of first party has no 
right to affect any transfer of so called protected 
workman in the interest of administration. 

(v) Whether the action of the Divisional Railway 
Manager Baroda in strucking off the name of the 
workman Shri J.K. Ved from muster roll w.e.f 
11-12-1993 by transfer order No. E/EL/2620 dated 
10-12-1993 is justified and legal? Whether the 
second party workman has knowledge about his 
transfer order dated 10-12-1993? Whether the 
transfer order was duly served at the residential 
quarter of the second party workman on 
13-12-1993 by mode of service of pasting of the 
order at this residence ? 

(vi) Whether the interim injunction order passed by 
the Labour Court, Godhara in complaint No. 2/93 
against Railway Administration has got any bearing 


upon the transfer order of the workman considering 
also that the said complaint case was filed by the 
workman without having any reference case 
pending that finally resulted in its dismissal can go 
to create any right upon the second party workman 
Shri J. K. Ved for his reinstatement at Godhara ? 

(vii) Whether the transfer order of the second party 
workman is legal and justified ? 

(viii) Whether the second party workman is entitled to 
get any relief in this case ? 

(ix) What orders are to be passed ? 

FINDINGS 

(6) Issue No. HI 

The case of the second party workman as per 
statement of claim at Ext. 2 is that the working President 
of his union has sent the name of the second party 
workman in the office of the first party for treating the 
second party as protected workman. Whereas the first 
party in its written statement clearly denied such status 
as of the second party workman Shri J.K. Ved. On the 
ground that union of the second party workman is not 
recognized by the Railway Administration. The second 
party workman in his oral evidence at Ext. 13 has simply 
stated in examination-in-chief that he was working 
Secretary of General Workmen’s union and so defending 
the railway employees through union but has not stated 
that his status was of a protected workman. Even he has 
not stated as per statement of claim that working 
President of the General Workman’s union had sent his 
name being protected workman to the first party. There 
is also no such evidence of the second party workman 
that the Railway Administration has ever considered him 
as protected workman he was thoroughly cross-examined 
by the lawyer of the first party. During the cross- 
examination the second party workman had admitted that 
this reference was made for deletion of his name from 
muster roll at Godhara through he further stated showing 
ignorance that he does not know as to whether his name 
was deleted on account of his transfer from Godhara to 
Viramgam. Further he denied that his transfer was made 
from Godhara to Viramgam as per transfer order. He also 
admitted that he has not taken charge at Viramgam. 
Taking such ground that he has not been relieved 
though he denied that his transfer order and relieving 
order was not served upon him by affixing at the address 
of his house but he admitted that he obtained stay order 
from the Labour Court Godhara against his order of 
transfer by the first party. The management witness 
namely Rajendra Prasad an officer O.S. serving at DRM 
office, Western Railway, Baroda in his oral evidence at 
Ext. 18. Stated that the workman J.K-. Ved was serving 
as Senior Khalasi in Electrical Foreman at Godhara which 
falls within Baroda Division of Western Railway and that 
at the time of transfer of the workman vide’order dated 
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10-12-1993 Godhara and Viramgam Railway Stations both 
were falling within the Baroda division, presentably on 
formation of new Ahmedabad Division Viramgam now 
comes within the jurisdiction Ahmedabad division. 
Fu ther evidence of management w'itnes? is that on 
administration ground the second party waa tiTmsferred 
from Godhara to Viramgam on the same post, offke and 
on the same pay scale and that the transfer order was 
issjed by the competent authority and the transfer order 
was issue in the interest of administration and with 
im nediate effect and that Shri J.K. Ved was i vdieved at 
Godhara on 11-12-1993 vide relieving memo K'o, 

2C (1) dated 11-12-1993 (mark-B). His further evidence is 
that but due to knowledge of transfer on 11-12-1993, the 
workman had left the employment place without 
pel mission and so the relieving memo could not be 
personally served on the worloman during duty hours on 
11 12-1993. Further evidence is that the Railway 
Ac ministration had tried to serve personally tiie transfer 
memo upon Shri J.K, Ved, but was not available at his 
ho jse that time and so his father was infonned to send 
hin to office to accept and receive the relieving memo 
and duty pass. Further evidence is that by mode of 
service the relieving memo was pasted at the place of 
residence of the second party on 13-I2~i993 aller 
foi lowing due procedure and that relieving memo was 
posted at the residence of the second party in presence 
of Chief Electrical Foreman, Senior Electrical Foreman, 
Electrical Foreman, Electrical Fitter grade one (P) on 
13 12-1993 as pfer (Marked-C). Further evidence is that 
the second party workman failed to attend oiilcc to 
receive relieving memo and duty pass to cany out his 
traisfer and that fully knowing about transfer order and 
rel ieving memo, the second party workman .had 
apjiroached Labour Court at Godhara for stay of his 
traisfer. His further evidence is that the interim stay 
ore er of Labour Court was served in the office ORME 
(Western Railway Baroda) on 15-12-1993. Whereas the 
second party workman had already been relieved from 
Godhara for joining to Viramgam. At para 17 the 
management witness has given evidence regarding liu-ee 
medes as per Railway Establishment Manual, Chapter- 
V provides genera! conditions of service. (I) Pvailw-ay 
employee can be transferred on promotion. (II) Railway 
employee can be transferred in the interest of 
Ac ministration, (III) Railway employee can be rransferred 
on request. Further evidence is that the transfer of the 
second party is routine transfer in the interest 
administration and not as a punishment. Further evidence 
is (hat the second party workman had worked at Godhara 
for the last 5 years and he had no vested right to serve 
at Todhara ony forever and that the transfer is incident 
of service of Railway Employee. Further evidence is that 
the second party workman was junior most senior 
KJialasi at the time of his issuing transfer orde . Further 
ev dence is that the second party was transfc .cd from 


Godhara to Viramgam in the same office and on the same 
post and pay scale. Further evidence is that it is not 
true that due to union activities of the second party, 
management had with a view to punish/viclimize second 
party had ordered to transfer. Further evidence is that 
the second party has not raised any dispute about 
transfer and instead of challenging transfer the second 
party has raised dispute about the strucking off his name 
from muster roll. The management witness was thoroughly 
cross-examined by the lawyer of the second party. It has 
come during the cross-examination that relieving order 
and duty pass were given to Shri J.K. Vea (second parly 
workman) but same were not personally served upon to 
him because he had left the duty place on 11-12-1993 
without seeking permisson amd the same were served 
Shri J.K. Ved by affixing at his house. During cross- 
examination nothing could have been gained by the 
workman to show that he was a protected workman, 

(7) From scrutinizing the evidence, I am of 
opinion that the second party workman Shri J.K. Ved 
though Hononary Secretary of Genera! Workman’s Union 
is not protected workman so second party workman i.s 
not entitled for privileges of a protected workman to be 
posted forever at Godhara by ignoring the incidents of 
transfer of a Railway Servant as per Railway Manuals 
and Rules governing the transfer of Railway servant in 
the interest of administration. This issue is therefore 
decided against the second party workman. 

(8) ISSUE NO. IV & V 

Since the second party workman ha.s utterly failed 
to prove that his status is of being a protected workman. 
So, in that view of the matter, the management of first 
party has ever>' right to affect the transfer of Shri J K 
Ved second party workman in the interest (R' 
administration as per Railway Esiablishme.nt ?v1anuai. 
Chapter-V which provides regarding general conditions 
of service also dealing with the different kinds of 
transfer. More so, as per transfer order dated 10-12-1992 
Annexure-A to the evidence of management witne.ss it 
is crystal clear that the transfer of Shri J.K, Ved was 
issued in the interest of administration with immediate 
effect. The workman was in the scale of Rs. 800-1750 
(RP) work under SEF/GOA. He was transferred in the 
same scale and pay and posted ai Viramgam under SHLC/ 
VG against existing vacancy. Admitlcdiy the workman 
was serving as class-IV staff at Godhara and he was 
posted at Godhara for considerable long period ol' more 
than 5 yeari; and so the Railway Admini,stration had 
every right for his tmnsfer in the interest of adminisiralion. 
More 30, the order of transfer is very much clear in the 
3rd paragraphs of the transfer order, it has been mentioned 
“he (Shri J.K. Ved) be relieved immediately. He should 
avail 10 days joining time, T A, DA etc. after resuming 
at Viramgam under advice to this office' Annexurc-B 
attached with transfer order, Annexurc-A attached with 
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the oral evidence of the management witness at Ext. 18, 
is the relieving order dated U-12<1993 incOTporating 
about the transfer order E/EL/2620 dated 10-12-199J of 
DRM (E) Baroda. through it was informed to the worionan 
that “his application for leave from 11-12-1993 for 10 
days is being rejected and he is being relieved from duty 
at Godhara and is also directed to approach to chargeman 
Viramgam as to reporting for duty and also attaching the 
transfer duty pass No. F340390 dated 11-12-1993 from 
Godhara to Viramgam for his Journey”. There is 
endorsement at foot of the Annexure-B incorporating in 
the note that he and Shri Santosh Kumar, Electrical 
Chargeman on 11-12-1993 at about 15.00 hours went to 
the quarter of the workman Shri J.K. Ved to serve the 
transfer order and memo containing duty pass and the 
relieving order dated 11-12-1993 to Shri J.K. Ved but he 
was not found at his house to receive it. Further as per 
Annexure-C attached to the oral evidence of the 
management witness at Ext. 18 is the noting of the Senior 
Electrical Foreman, Western Railway, Godhara dated 
13-12-1993 as per EL/GDA/20 address to the workman 
J.K. Ved Senior Khalasi (P) Godhara, Quarter No. 328/ 
L/A type (I) GR, Godhara, on the subject of promotion, 
demotion and transfer of 4th grade Railway Employee 
with reference to DRM (E) Baroda. letter No. E/EL/2010 
dated 10-12-1993. From going through this noting it 
appears that on 11-12-1993 at 8 AM the workman 
Shri J.K. Ved had arrived in the office of Senior Electrical 
Foreman, Godhara for duty and at 9.15 am he left the 
duty place unauthoriselly and without getting permission 
from the Foreman and for the search of Shri J.K. Ved, 
Shri Gomes B. and Sliri B.M. Vyas were sent but he 
(workman) was not in office or anywhere at duty place 
and that subsequently an application was sent by 
Shri J.K. Ved through her daughter for 10 days leave but 
the workman had not himself submitted the leave 
application nor appeared for getting permission for leave 
and so the leave application sent through his daughter 
was rejected also in that view that his transfer has 
already been affected by DRM order dated 10-12-1993 
with relieving memo and transfer duty pass directing 
report to the Senior Electrical Foreman, Viramgam and 
that the workman since had also been relieved from 
forenoon of 11-12-1993 vide GDA/2u dated 11-12-1993. The 
said Note also contains the factum of affecting s^vioe of 
the transfer memo and relieving order on 13-12-1993 Ity 
pasting at the workman’s residential quarter on 
13-12-1993 at 8,50 hours in presence of N.H. Chanchalani, 
Shri F.U. Malek, Shri Subhash Kumar and Shri Silewdar 
U. containing .their signatures dated 13-12-1993 also 
attached with copy of the muster roll showii^ stnicking 
off name of the second party workman w.e.f. 11-3-1993 
due to his transfer from Godhara to Viramgam. As against 
the over welling evidence of the first party regarding the 
transfer of the workman in the interest of administration 
and about the mode of service of transfer order and 


I relieving memo with transfer duty pass etc. there is only 
evidence of the workman in denial that as yet the transfer 
order dated 10-12-1993 and relieving memo dated 
11-12-1993 and the duty pass had not been served upon 
him. Whereas such action on part of the second party 
workman that he filed complaint case 2/93 u/s 33A of 
ID. Act, before Labour Court, Godhara without having 
any reference case pending u/s io of Industrial Dispute 
in connection with his transfer order and making attempt 
by filing the said complaint case No. 2/93 on 13-12-1993 
«id ^plication for interim injunction and also getting 
interim injunction order for stay of transfer speaks a 
volume that it was quite within knowledge of the second 
party workman that he has been transferred in the 
ttiterest of administration from Godhara to Viramgam vide 
_ fransfer order dated 10-12-1993 and to avoid receiving 
the copy of transfer order and relieving memo with 
transfer duty pass. On 11-12-1993 the workman knowingly 
. and purposely left tiie duty place unauthorisely and 
Without seeking permission and thereafter sent application 
for 10 days leave through his daughter without seeking 
for personal interview in the office of the Electrical 
Foreman also speaks a vohume that the workman from 
the very beginning was in fighting mood with the 
Railway Administration and for that purpose wrongly 
approached the L^xiur Court, Godhara, and filed complaint 
case No. 2/93 under section 33 A of the I.D. Act without 
aiy pendency of reference case and obtained an interim 
order of injunction regarding stay of his transfer. All 
such eff(Mls on pat of the second party workman and 
the papers also filed on behalf of the second party 
workman in stead of proving his such plea that their had 
been no personal service of transfer order and relieving 
1 memo with copy of transfer duty pass itself go to prove 
that it was well within knowledge of the second party 
; workman ftiat he has been fransferred and also relieved 
i w.e.f. 11-12-1993 tmd even then illegally approached 
j Labour Court, Godhara on 13-12-1993 by filing complaint 
1 case 2/93 uls 33 of ID Act which ought not have to be 
: entertain in the Labour Court, Godhara, in view of the 
: admitted position that their had been no any reference 
; case pending against the order of transfer at that time. 

(9) Upon consideration of the evidence and the 
! n^erials discussed above and also taking in view all the 
1 f^s and circumstances, I am of the opinion that the 
Im^agement of first party has every right to affect 
i trimsfer of Shri J.K. Ved who was not a protected 
i workman in the interest of administration. 1 further find 
; and hold that since transfer is incident of service of 
j Rmlway Employee so the action of the Senior Electrical ’ 

: Foreman (first party No. 3) in strucking off the name of 
! the workman from muster roll at Godhara w.e.f 11-12-1993 
is Just and {M-oper. So the issue No. IV is decided 
accordingly in fevour of the first party that the first party ’ 
had every right to affect transfer of the second party 
wotkman in the interest of administration. Likewise issue 
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N). V is also decided in favour of die first party that 
th: action of the first parQ' in strucking ofT the name 
i workman in muster roll at Godhara w.e.f. 11-12-1993 
just and proper in view of incident of transfer of the 
^cond party workman from Godhara to Viramgam and 
strucking off the name of the second part>' workman 
s not tantamount to termination or retrenchment of 
; second party workman. 

) ISSUE Nos. VI & VII 
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Such evidence of the workman as per his oral 
position at Ext. 13 diat after obtaining injunction order 
the stay of his transfer, he went to the office of 
ectrical Foreman, Godhara for joining duty on 
12-1993 has no leg to skmd because interim injunction 
^er of the Labour Court, Godhara, passed on 13-12-1993 
connection with the complaint Case 2/93 had itself got 
any bearing upon the transfer order of the workman 
ifice the filing of complaint No. 2/93 in the Labour Court, 
dhara was not at all maintainable because of having 
any reference case pending. So, admittedly taking 
i|ch view finally the complaint case No. 2/93 was 
missed as not maintainable, the result of dismissal of 
e complaint case No. 2/93 certainly with the effect that 
en having an interim order of injunction passed by 
e Labour Court, Godhara, on 13-12-1993 against the 
ilway Administration in that complaint case that order 
s not binding upon the Railway Administration, 
cause the workman had not challenged his transfer 
der by raising an Industrial Dispute before the 
onciliation officer in the year 1993, on issue of the 
ransfer order dated 10-12-1993. So, there had been no 
y reference case challenging the transfer order and so 
ere had been no any case as to change of service 
jindition of the workman. Infact there was no any 
dustrial Dispute pending on the date of issuing of the 
ijansfer order dated 10-12-1993 or on issue relieving 
der of the workman with struck off his name from 
uster roll on 11-12-1993. The entire action of the 
orkman right from filing unwarranted complaint case 
o. 2/93 u/s 33 A of I.D. Act and thereafter approaching 
the Hon’ble High Court for redressal that also went 
vain by dismissal of the writ application so file by 
e applicants, itself go to speak a volume that by hook 
jid by crook the second party workman was adamant 
resist illegally as to his incident of transfer which was 
be observed by the Railway Servant as per Railway 
ijstablishment Manual Chapter-V providing condition of 
rvice including also dealing with the different kind of 
ransfer including transfer of Railway Employee in the 
rterest of administration. From very perusal of the 
ransfer order dated 10-12-1993 issued from the Divisional 


d<:| 

ol 


14 

Oi 

3 


G0( 

no 


d SI 
tl 

e'f( 

tl 

Ra 

wa; 

b ;i 


01 

c< 

tl 

:i 

c 

u 

t 

01 

3 


(E) it appears that 10 days joining time had been 
given to the second party workman after he being 
relieved immediately, the workman was relieved on 
11-12-1993, thereafter Ihe workman appeared before the 
Senior Foreman, Godhara on 14-12-1993 on the basis of 
alleged interim stay of his transfer order, and asking to 
allow- him to join at Godhara and on that day the 
workman was also made to know that he has been 
relieved on 11 -12-1993.and his name from the muster roll 
has been stnicked off since he has to join at the transfer 
place Viramgam and the service of the transfer order with 
relieving memo etc. have been affected on 13-12-1993 but 
even than on 14-12-1993 the second party woiiunan 
could not show any repentance rather remained imbolden 
with the interim stay order granted by the Labour Court, 
Godhara, but infact the Labour Court, Godhara was not 
having any jurisdiction to entertain the complain case 
No, 2/93 u/s 33 A of ID Act since no reference case 
was pending, that resulted in final dismissal of the 
con^>laint case. So, in that view of the matter any interim 
injunction order so passed in non maintainable complaint 
case No. 2/93 shall having no bearing affect against the 
transfer order dated 10-12-1993 followed by the relieving 
memo from duty and strucking off his name from muster 
roll at Godhara Issue No. VI is, therefore, also decided 
against the worionan. In view of the findings given 
above, I further find and hold that the transfer order of 
the workman Shri J.K. Ved is legal and just so'the terms 
of reference as per schedule is answered in favour of 
the first party that the action of the Divisional Railway 
Manager, Baroda, in strucking off the name of 
Shri J.K. Ved from the muster roll w.e.f 11-12-1993 is 
legal, just and proper. Since the order of transfer with 
memo etc. had been effectively served upon the workman 
and the workman had every knowledge of his transfer 
order that he has been relieved from duty by strucking 
off his name from muster roll on 11-12-1993. 

(11) ISSUENos. 1,11 & VIII 

In view of the findings given to issue Nos, III, IV, 
V, VI & VII in the forgoing paragraphs, I further find and 
hold that the reference is not maintainable and the 
second party workman has no valid cause of action to 
raise dispute at such belated stage and so the workman 
Is not entitled to get the relief for his reinstatement by 
his posting at Godhara since after strucking off his name 
from muster roll at Godhara. on 11-12-1993. 

(12) ISSUE NO. X 

This reference is dismissed on contest with cost 
of Rs. 500. 

This is my award. 

BINAY KUMAR SINHA, Presiding Officer 
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1808.—aftsIPlift 1947 (1947 

^ 14) ^ tmr 17 ^ 

^ witni ^ Twg rH^1^4»T gfk ^<l4ii^ ^ ^ 
"4 PjR'»c. (qqjs Wl<hU o^diPiqi 

3lfi?^»T0T, ^rerraf ^ 7/2007) ^ U^tlfVld 

t, ^ ^ 2-5-2012 ^ 3IRr ^ «I1 I 

C^. T??l-41011/24/:MM)6-«|f«TC-(lft-l)] 

ilif, ^ a rP ^ Tft 

New Delhi, tile 2nd M^, 2012 

S.O. IMS.—'In pursuance of Section 17 4 ^ the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947) the Central 
GwemBntherel^ publishes the Award (Ref. No. 7)3097) 
oftiieOninl Governinnit Industrial Tribunal rum I Ohniir 
Coat,ijiBkBow as shown in tiie Annexure mthe lMhaOttl 
Dispute 'between the employers in region to the 
m finagwiirt of North Eastern R^lway aadtheirwaifanB, 
which was received by the Central Go vtC M ncni 
on 2-5-2012. 

[No. L410ll/24/2006^(&^ 
RAME^ Desk OfBcer 


TR»raiAL4m>I.Aa9IM €0»s;^ 
ntESENT 

Dr. MANJU NIGAM, Presiding Officer 
I.D.NO. 07/2007 

Ref. No. L-4101 l/24/206-IR(B-l) dated: 104-2007 
BITWEEN 

The General Secretary, 

North Ea^em Railway Shramik Sangh 
96/196,OldGaneshganj, Lucknow 
(Espousing cause of Shri Abdul Haoud) 


AND 
1 . 


2 . 


The Sr. Section Engineer (Railpath) 
Nortii Eastern Railway 
Sitapur(U.P.) 

The. Assistant Engineer 
North Eastern Railway 
Sitapur(U.P.) 


AWARD 

1. By order No. L-41011/24/206-IR (B-1) diUed: 
104-2007 tile Central (^iverninmt in the Ministry of L^xmr, 
New Delhi in exercise of powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section (2 A) of Section 10 of the 


Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) referred this 
indu^iat dispute between the General Secretary, Norih 
Eastern Railiray Shramik Smgh, 96/196, OldGaneshganj. 
Lucknow and tiie Sr. Section Engineer (Railpath), North 
Eastern Railway, SitJ^ (U. P.) and the Assistant Engineer, 
North Eastern Railway, Sitapur (U.P.) fbr adjudication. 

2. The reference under adjudication is; 

“Kya Prabandhtui Purvo^ Railway S^apur Dwara 
Abdul Fkunid Pulra Shri Jah^addin Senior Track 
Mai Ko Purv Main Niyojtn Ki Tithi Se Lagataar 
^ HautmermanKaiCayL^MimeKeUpraaritDinank 
11/02/93 Se Hunmaman Ka Pad Laabh May ¥eUn 
Na Diyaiaana Va j^ishth KauMkaarm Se Upar 
Muriyatanusaar Vaiishtiiata Ka Ntr^iaran Kar Samast 
La^h Na ftaadaan Kiya Jana Nyayodiit £«wi Vaidh 
iHai? ¥«£ Nitiii To Ka»^aar Kis R^at ko Pane Ka 
A^ikavifki?” 

^ The cue of the workman’s union, in brief, is that 

i tiKuaudBaum, Abdul Hamid was engaged on 10-2-1974 as 
I tamporary Hammer man/black smith andhe worked as such 
15-3-1977. The detaiisof the same were mentimied in his 
i OMud LiboiuCard; but he has been denied of tite benefits 
available to the post. It has further been submitted that the 
I UMriuMU was given ten^rary status from 16-9-1981 aiid 
I was nnde uvular with given poitting on 16-4-87. The 
I wwfcm an’s uiuoi has alleged tiutt ^netiway mwiagement 
tatk work ofHaiBmerman; buthe was depri^ of post and 
' saiaty ttSMi^ed to the pMt and instead he was given 
po^ and pay c^OwignMB, winch s viokuive of tin labour 
, laws. AccOTdif^Iy, tiie wmkman's union has prayed that 
the workman be promoted from Gangman to Artisan 
Khak»i/Helper w.e.f. 11-2-1993 and be given consequential 
bencBts. 

4. Hie nm^raient of tiie railways has disputed the 
ctaim of the workman by filing its written statement wherein 
it has sulmiitted tiiat the wtMkman was granted temporary 

I alilBaller comfdetion of 120 days as casuid labour w.e.f 
I as per his eligibility and norms. It further 

! Mbmined tiutt Ibe urarkman worked from 16-9-1981 to 
154-1987 in the time scale, tiiereafter he vras i^guteriy 
I af^inted on (he post of Gangman w.e.f. 164-87 and in 
fact he never woikedas a Hammerman, at ^y point oftime. 
At present the workman is working on the post of S^iior 
Trackman and as such cannot be promoted/selected to the 
post of Artisan-Helper. Accordingly, the management of 
the railways has prayed that he claim of the woritman's 
union be rejected without any claim to the workman 
concerned. 

5. The workman’s union has filed rejoinder whereby 
it has only reiterated its averments in the statemeitt of claim 
and has not introduced any new fact. 

6. The workman's union has filed photocopies of 
certain documents vide list of documents dated 15-6-2009 
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and subsequent vide list dated 1-11-2010, in support of 
his j:ase whereas the management filed none. 

7. After completion of pleadings on behalf of the 
es, the parties were called upon to file documentary 
ence in support of their respective case and 

drdingly, the workman's union filed documents vide 
lated 8-4-2011 and the management of the railways 
none. Thereafter, 5-1-2011 was fixed for evidence of 
Workman’s union but it did not file any. The workman's 
n was given opportunities, time and again to file its 
ence on affidavit on several dates but it failed to 
ply with the directions; and accordingly, the 
njagement was afforded opportunity to file its evidence 
-5-2012 and it too did not make any effort to file its 
nee in support of its case. 

8. It is noteworthy to mention that in the instant 
e|the authorized representative of the workman's union 

his last appearance on 30-5-2011 and since then he 
bt turning up to contest its case. The authorized 
rpsentative of the opposite party also is not taking 
in contesting the case for last several dates. When 
turned up from the workman's union in spite of the 
e, die case was reserved for award as it pertained to 
ar2007. 
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9. The case of the workman's union was that the 
ay management took work of Hammerman from the 
man; but he was deprived of post and salary 
iated to the post and instead he was given post and 

>f Gan^an and that the workman be promoted from 
»man to Artisan Khalasi/Helper w.e.f. 11 -2-1993 and 
ven consequential benefits. 

10. Per contra, the management of the railways has 
tested that the workman was granted temporary status 

completion of 120 days as casual labour w.e.f. 
9j-1981 and further that the workman worked from 
1981 to 15-4-1987 in the time scale, thereafter he was 
arly appointed on the post of Gangman w.e.f 16-4- 
|id in fact he never worked as a Hammerman, at any 
of time. Hence, he is entitled to the post or the 
associated to it. 

11. In view of rival contentions of the parties, I have 
|ied entire material placed on the file. 

12. It is well settled that if a party challenges the 
ity of action, the burden lies upon him to prove 

ity of the action and if no evidence is produced by 
; invoking jurisdiction of the court, must fail. In 

1 resent case burden was on the workman's union to 
It die grounds to challenge the validity of the action 
management in denying the workman the post of 
erman and salary associated to the post; and to 
that the action of the management in denying the 
benefits of the said post was illegal. It was the case of the 


qfits 


workman's union that workman worked as Hammerman 
but was denied pay and privileges attached to the post. 
This claim has been denied by the management; therefore, 
it was for the workman's union to lead evidence to show 
that he actually worked as Hammer man and he was entitled 
to get benefits available to the post. The workman's union 
though filed documentary evidence vide list dated 8-4- 
2011; which included photocopy of various documents, 
the few of them are illegible; moreover it did not turn up 
to prove the photocopy of the documents filed, in 
evidence before this Tribunal. 

13. In 2008 (118) FLR116-i M/'s. Uptrcwi PowerlKMiics 
Employees’ Union, Ghaziabad through its Secretary vs. 
Presiding Officer, Labour Court (11), Ghaziabad & others, 
Hon'ble High Court relied upon the law settled by the 
Apex Court in 1979 (39) FLR 70 (SC) Sanker Chakravarti 
vs. Britannia Biscuit Co. Ud.. 19 9(39) FLR70(SC)V.K, 
Raj Industries v. Labour Couri and others, 1984 (49) FLR 
38 Airtech Private Limited v. State of U.P. and others and 
1996 (74) FLR 2004 (ALLd.) Meriiech India Ltd. v. State of 
U.P. and others; wherein it was observed by the Apex 
Court: 

“that in absence of any evidence led by or on behelf 
of the workman the reference is bound to be answered by 
the Court against the workman. In such a situation it is 
not necessary for the employers to lead any evidence at 
all. The obligation to lead evidence to establish an 
allegation made by a party is on the party making the 
allegation. The test would be, who would fail if no evidence 
is led.” 


14. In the present case the workman's union has 
not turned to substantiate his case by way of filing any 
oral evidence. Mere pleadings are no substitute for proof 
It was obligatory on the part of workman's union to come 
forward with the case that the workman worked as 
Hammerman and he was deprived of the benefits available 
to the post; but the workman's union failed to forward 
any evidence in support of its claim, as it did not turn up 
for filing its evidence before this Tribunal, There is no 
reliable material for recording findings that the alleged 
injustice was done to the workman or the action of the 
management of North Eastern Railway in denying the 
workman the benefits of the post of Hammerman is illegal 
and unjustified. 

15. Accordingly, the reference is adjudicated 
against the workman's union; and as such, 1 come to the 
conclusion that the workman, Abdul Hamid is not entitled 
to any of the relief claimed. 

16. Award as above. 

Lucknow Dr. MANJU NIGAM, Presiding Officer 

19-4-2012 
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^.3?r. 1809.—3fid)Pl«h 3Tf¥WT, 1947 

(1947 ^ 14) ^ tiro 17 ^ 3T^^7T^ 
wq ^ ^ ^ 3fk ^ 

^ ar^qtit fnl^ee 3i\^i)Ri4, ■4’ 

37^')ni<=b 3Tfv^rnq, ^ 

397/2004, 398/2004, 402/2004 ^ 415/2004) 

f, # '=ih'j0<4 ^ 2-5-2012 ^ 311^1 ^3q 8?T I 

[U 3^-420! 2/192/2003“'STT^aiR (iftl^q-!!), 
3^?l-42012/193/2003-a^TfaiR (#T^q-II), 
n 3^^1-42012/194/2003-3TI^3TR (#1^-11), 

T^?T-420I2/195/2003-3?I^3nT (^ft^-II)] 
3% 3rfq^ 


S.O. 1809.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. Nos. 397/ 
2004,398/2004,402/2004 and 415/2004) ofthe Cent. Govt. 
Indus. Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Chennai as shown in 
the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the 
management of Custom (Airport), Custom (Airport), and 
their workmen, received by the Central Government 
on2-5-2012. ' 

[ No. L42012/192/2003-IR(CM-ll), 
No. L-42012/193/2003-IR(CM-ll), 
No. L42012/194/2003-lR(CM4I), 
No. L420 12/195/2003-IR(CM-I l)J 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 


ANNt^CDRE 

BEFORETHECENTRALGOVERNMENTINDGSTRlALTRIBUNAbCUM-LABOURCODRT,CHENNAI 

Tuesday, the 24th April, 2012 
Present: A.N. JANARDANAN, Presiding Officer 
I.D. Nos. 397, 398,402 and 406 of 2004 

[In the matter ofthe dispute for adjudication under clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2 (A) of Section 
10 ofthe Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between the Management of Commissioner of Customs (Airport) and 
their workmen] 

Reference Name ofthe Name of the 2nd Party 

No. and Date 1st Party 

L42012/192/2003-IR Sri R. Panneerselvam ' 1. The Commissioner of Customs (Airpotl), 
(CM-II) dated 2-8-2004 Custom (Airport), Custom House, 33, RajaJi 

Salai, Chennai-600001 


S. ID No. 
No. 

~T. 197/2004 


2. 398^004 


3. 402/2004 


2. The Deputy Commissioner of Customs 
(Airport), Custom (Airport), Chennai 
Airport Meenambakkam, Chennai-600027 
L-42012/193/2003-IR Sri S. Jagannathan 1. The Commissioner of Customs (Airport). 

(CM-II) dated 2-8-2004 Custom (Auport), Custom House, 33, Rajaji 

Salai, Chennai-600001 

2. The Deputy Commissioner of Customs 
(Airport), Custom (Airport), Chennai 
Airport Meenambakkam, Chennai-600027 
L-420I2/I94/2003-IR Sri P. Rajagopai 1, The Commissioner of Customs (Airport), 

(CM-II) dated 2-8-2004 Custom (Airport), Custom House, 33, Rajaji 

Salai, Chennai-600001 


4. 415/2004 L-42012/195/2003-IR Sri S. P. Arunraj 

(CM-II) dated 14-2-2005 


2. The Deputy Commissioner of Customs 
(Airpprt), Custom (Airport), Chennai 
Airport Meenambakkam, Chennai-600027 
1. The Commissioner of Customs (Airport). 
Custom (Airport), Custom House, 33. Rajaji 
Salai. Chennai-600001 


2. The Deputy Commissioner of Customs 
(Airport), Custom (Airport), Chennai 
Airport Meenambakkam, Chennai-600027 
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Appeaifance 
For the 
For the! 


1st Party/Petitioner 
2nd Party/Management 


M/s. K.. V. Krishnaswami, Advocate 
Sri C. Durai, Advocate 


COMMON AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour and Employment vide the above order of references referred the IDs 
mentiojjed above to this Tribunal for adjudication; 

2. The schedule mentioned in the order of reference in the above IDs are as under: 


ID 397/2004 

“Whether the action of the Commissioner of Customs (Airport) in terminating the services of Sri R. Paneerselvam 
with effect from 5-2*1999 is legal and justified? If not, to what relief he is entitled?” 

ID 398/2004 

“Whether the action of the Commissioner of Customs (Airport) in terminating the services of Sri S. Jagannathan 
with effect from 5-2-1999 is legal and justified? If not, to what relief he is entitled?” 

ID 402/2004 

“Whether the action ofthe Commissioner ofCustoms (Airport) in terminating the servicesofSri P. Rajagopai with 
effect from 5-2-1999 is legal and justified? If not, to what relief he is entitled?” 

ID 415/2004 

“Whether the action ofthe Commissioner ofCustoms (Airport) in terminating the servicesofSri S. P. Arunraj with 
effect from 5-2-1999 is legal and justified? If not, to what relief the workman is entitled?” 
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After the receipt of Industrial Disputes, this 
Tribun il has numbered it as l.D. 397,398,402 and 415 of 
2004 a id issued notices to both sides. Both sides entered 
appearance through their Advocates and filed their Claim 
and Cckinter Statements as the case may be. 

4. In all these cases, the claims of the petitioners are 
commc n. On behalf of the petitioners, a memo was filed to 
the efft ct that since the issues are the same, common set of 
docum ;nts is adopted. Memo is recorded. The petitioner 
has also adduced evidence in common for all the IDs. 

. The averments in the separate Claim Statements 
but coipmon or the same in all briefly read as follows: 


t he petitioners viz. S/Sri R. Paneerselvam, S. 
ithan, P. Rajagopai and S.P. Arunraj joined the 
of the Respondent. R. Paneerselvam joined the 
ofthe Respondent in the year 1990 and worked till 
99. S. Jagannathan joined the service of the 
iident on 24-3-1982 and worked till 5-2-1999. P. 
cpal joined the service of the Respondent in March 
id worked till 5-2-1999 and S. P. Arunraj joined the 
ofthe Respondent in the year 1985 and worked till 
>9, all of them as labourers under R1 and R2. Their 
s were continuous without any blemish and they 
a consolidated amount of Rs. 2,500 each per 
In a CBl raid on 5-2-1999 whereby foreign currency 
3ds worth more than Rs. 50.00 lakhs were seized by 
fficials the responsible custom officials pointed out 
ioners and 6 others, all of whom had been working 
m as labourers to CBl officials viz. (i) Raghu Kumar, 
)Suresh Kumar, Inspector, (iii) Salam, Inspector and 
jiruvilla, Inspector who took them to custody and 
d at CBl office, Shastri Bhawan, Chennai. After ora! 


pbid 


enquiry CBl officials sent them back saying that 
departmental enquiry has been recommended. But no 
enquiry was held by the Customs Department. On the 
contrary they were denied employment from the next day. 
They were advised to wait for some time for employment 
as they were expecting instructions from higher authorities, 
but in vain, despite their further efforts, (i) R. Govindarajan, 
Superintendent, (ii) Anburaj, Officer now promoted as . 
Superintendent, (iii) Kirupa Ramanan, Superintendent now 
promoted as Asstt. Commissioner at Kolkata, Nagi, Officer 
now promoted as Superintendent, Venkatesa Kurup, Officer 
now promoted as Superintendent at Airport, Romy, Senior 
Officer now Superintendent, Gunalan, Superintendent (now 
retired), Anbalagan, then Asstt. Commissioner now 
promoted as Joint Commissioner at Hyderabad and 
Hemavathi, then Asstt. Commissioner and now promoted 
as Joint Commissioner at Chennai were the persons 
involved in the said CBl raid on 5-2-1999 and they were 
only responsible for the seized goods and foreign 
currencies. Custom Department did not conduct enquiry 
fearing action against the Officers. I lencc they simply kept 
quiet making petitioners as scapegoats and jobless. 
Petitioners are innocent and have not been involved in 
any offence. They as labourers had only to obey the orders 
and instruttions of their higher authorities. The goods and 
foreign currencies were seized from the lockets ofthe rest 
room of the Officers of the Customs Department. They 
were simply and silently sent out of employment to save 
th^ customs officials. The ID raised having ended in a 
failure report the reference is occasioned. Thg action in 
terminating their services is illegal, unlawful and opposed 
to the principles of natural justice and the same is to be set 
aside and the petitioners be reinstated with ail benefits. 
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6 . The averments in the separate Counter Statements, 
but the same and common, in contents are as follows: 

Customs Department does not fall within the 
categories of industries under Section (j) of the I.D. Act; 
1947. Hence the I.D. is not maintainable. The department is 
a wing under the Central Government to do a ministerial 
function which is quasi-judicial. The nature of its work is 
enforcement oriented and not profit oriented. Its 
functioning is mainly revenue oriented and enforcement 
for the implementation of the laws of the land. The 
petitioners are not workmen under Section-2(s) of the I.D. 
Act, 1947. There is no manufacturing process or any 
manufacture under the department. There is no employee- 
employer relationship between the parties. The petitioners 
are not employed with the Respondents and hence they 
are not entitled to any relief Petitioners were certain 
errands on their own like supplying tea, coffee, snacks as 
Officers were working at the Airport round the clock. 
Petitioners would have been paid some wages by them 
from their pockets for the service. Contention that they 
were getting monthly salary of Rs. 2,500 per month is false 
far from being mischievous. They were not in the pay rolls 
of the Customs Department at any point of time with any 
remuneration paid by it. There was a raid by the CBI seizing 
foreign currency and foreign liquor totally valued at 
Rs. 2.77 lakhs only and not otherwise any way. After 
investigation action was taken against 6 Customs Officers 
which culminated in orders holding that charges were not 
proved which was opined as reasonable by Chief Vigilance 
Commissioner. No action was initiated against the 
petitioners. They were not at all employed by the Customs ' 
Department. The very fact of no action against them itself 
establishes their non-employment. Petitioners never signed 
any Attendance Register nor was any salary paid to them 
by the Respondents. The action is evidently a blackmailing 
one from the part of the petitioners. The claim is to be 
d i sm issed with exemplary costs. 

7. Points for consideration are: 

(i) Whether the termination of the services of the 
petitioners by the Commissioner of Customs 
(Airport) w.e.f. 5-2-1999 is legal andjustified? 

(ii) To what relief the concerned workmen are 

entitled? * 

8 . Petitioner filed a memo praying to permit common 
evidence to be adduced and common trial held in respect 
of all the IDs 397,398,402 and 415 of2004 which was not 
opposed and was allowed and accordingly common 
evidence was recorded in I.D. 397/2004. 

9. Evidence consists of the testimony of WWl and 
Ex. W1 to Ex. W44 in common for all the IDs with no evidence 
adduced on the side of the Respondent. 


Points (i) and (n) 

10. Heard both sides. Perused the records, documents 
and the evidence and written arguments on either side. 
Contentions on behalf of the petitioner are that the co¬ 
petitioners had been working continuously as Casual 
Labour from 1982 onwards until 5-2-1999 with a consolidated 
salary of Rs. 2,500 per month, that they were not being 
allowed to Join duty on 6-2-1999 in the wake of a CBI raid 
on 5-2-1999 seizing foreign currency and other goods. The 
petitioners are not involved in any manner in relation to 
the seized articles and are innocent who are always at the 
beck and call of their higher superiors. I'hey were simply 
made scapegoats. The seizure of the goods is not disputed 
but is admitted yet only its quantum is disputed by the 
Respondent. There is trading activity involved in the 
functioning of the Customs Department. It is an industry 
and I.D. Act is applicable and the I.D. is maintainable. The 
admitted case of the Respondent in the Counter that the 
petitioners were doing certain errands indicates that they 
were acting on the command of his Officers which again 
shows Master-Servant relationship interse. For doing the 
errands they are issued Identity Cards/Pass which is not 
issued to any stranger. In Ex, W42-letter dated 15/22-7-2002 
of the Commissioner of Customs to Sri Jagannathan, a 
petitioner it is stated, though in a subdued mtoner, that 
petitioner has been engaged prior to February, 1999 for 
facilitating whose entry into the Airport his name was 
sponsored to BCAS for issuing entry pass, wiiich was 
issued after Police Verification. No evidence has been 
adduced by the Respondent by way of document or oral 
evidence examining any Officers to rebut the case of the 
petitioner and substantiate their contentions. Ex. W43 finds 
mention in it that the petitioners whom the Management 
describes as unauthorized persons were discontinued after 
CBI raid, after which one Sri Lakshmipathy has been 
engaged issuing Ex.W43-Entiy Pass. The Entry Passes 
issued to the petitioners are as casual labour. Against the 
case of petitioner that they used to sign Attendance 
Register and receive wages signing on revenue stamps, 
evidently such documents are or can be only in the custody 
of the Respondent. The Respondent/Management cannot 
be heard to say that the petitioners were paid from the 
pockets of Officers. What is broadly probable in view of 
the circumstances is that the petitioners are employees of 
the Respondent. Somehow to cover the misdeeds of 
Officers and save them, with malafide and in victimization, 
the petitioners are being made mere scapegoats. There is 
no denial of the case of the petitioners that they were taken 
by thoGBI in custody. When there is a case of petitioners 
being discontinued from the service by the management it 
is a virtual admission that they were employed. The 
discontinuance amounts to termination. The case of no 
appointment or termination of the petitioners by the 
management carries no meaning. When the service and 
some relationship is proved the question of non- 
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appoi itment is not criteria to hold that the petitioners are 
not workmen. The action in termipating them is motivated 
in vie imization, unlawful and against all canons of natural 
justic: and they are to be reinstated after setting aside the 
termination with all benefits. 
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i, Contra contentions on behalf of the Respondent 
t mere entry passes will not confirm employee status 
petitioners. Customs Department itself does not 
in trading or dispose seized goods for profit or 
ver. It only carries out statutory functions of 
jnment of India. It is not an industry. The ID is not 
ainable. The services of the petitioners were 
t(iorized and their entry into the airport by way of 
issued by SCAS was only to cater to the needs of 
i|i employees of the Department. There is no continuity' 
issuance of entry pass as could be seen from the 
ass issued in the name of Sri R. Paneerselvam on 8- 
. They are not regular even to the so-called errand, 
ar employees are issued passes permanently withotit 
verification,The Customs Department has no role in 
uance passes to the petitioners. There are no records 
w that the names of the petitioners have been 
ored through SCAS for issuance of passes, 
mipathy was working with Contractor and pass was 
to him to work as Helper in 2002. Petitioners not 
employees of the department had to obtain police 
ation to obtain entry pass. Their entry pass was not 
by the Customs Department. The claim of the 
oners is only to be dismissed. Therefore the 
ent of Customs having units severable as industries 
still be industries under which the employees could 
DC workman. Therefore, the contention that the 
i oners are not workmen or that the Respondent/ 
gement is not at all an industry are only to be rejected, 
jich so, the contention that the ID Act is not appl icable 
t the dispute is not maintainable is also only to be 
lowed. 

12, On behalf of the petitioners reliance was placed 
decision of Hon’ble High Court of Madras dated 
11 in Writ Appeal No. 1881/2010 (A. Kajendran) Vs. 
i^ing Officer, CGIT-cum-Labour Court, Shastri Bhawan, 
ai (ii) General Manager, Heavy Vehicles Factory, 
wherein it is held that “ 14. By applying the "dominant 
test" as e VO led by the Supreme Court in Bangalore 
r Supply case, even departments discharging 
eign functions, if they are units, which arc industries 

I they are substantially severable, they can be 
dered to come within the Section-2(j) of the Act. 
ttedly, the appellant was only a Civil Motor Driver in 
|cond respondent organization, therefore, even if the 
d respondent factory exclusively produces 
ijiments for the Defence Department, the nature of 
yment of the appellant is clearly severable and the 
lant shall be entitled to invoke the jurisdiction under 
ijidustrial Disputes Act questioning his removal from 


service”. There needs no more doubt to be entertained 
regarding the aspect that a department of Government of 
India whether it discharges sovereign functions or 
commercial functions it may still be treated as an industry 
according to the nature of the duty performed by it under 
its separate units which are severable as such. So even 
under a department of the government exercising sovereign 
functions, units which are industries and are substantially 
severable they can be considered to come within the 2(i) of 
the ID Act. 

13. The next question is whether the petitioners in 
the batch of IDs have been terminated from the service ot 
the Respondent/Management? While the case of the 
Respondent is that the petitioners were not employed under 
the Respondent, it is still admitted that they were certain 
errands for supplying tea, coffee, snacks, etc. to the Officers 
of the Customs in the Airport who were working round the 
clock. Without advancing a definite or cleat cut stand 
regarding the remuneration paid to them what is pleaded 
by the Respondent is that they would have been paid some 
wages by the said Officers from their own pockets which is 
adopting a presumptive stand. It makes it clear that ihc 
Management is not able to categorize any clear suggestion 
regarding the remuneration paid to the petitioners. That 
there was a CBl raid on 5-2-1999 is the common case of 
both the petitioners as well as the Respondent. What is 
marginally discrepant between the two versions is only 
regarding the quantum. The seizure of some contraband 
items thus remains fully established. Though action was 
taken against six Customs Officers it is the case of the 
Management that the charges were not proved. Opinion 
regarding that finding by Chief Vigilance Commission (CVC) 
as being reasonable may even apt to be a self-serving stand 
of the CVC in the absence of anything to be proved to the 
contra. The case of the petitioners that they were taken 
into custody by the CBI officials though, discharged on 
the same evening indicates that they were also suspects at 
least in the commission of the offence. True, they have not 
been proceeded against. Why it is so it is for the 
Management to prove. That they were not proceeded 
against by way of action as averred by the Respondent 
cannot be a material to conclude that they were not at all 
employed under the Management. If they were guilty it is 
for the CBl to proceed against them. If they are not guilty it 
is also for the CBl to exonerate them under the general law 
of the land in detecting and investigating crimes. In their 
case the CBl was recommending the petitioners for being 
proceeded against by way of disciplinary action but which 
the department was forbearing from doing for their own 
reason not disclosed. In other words it is not shown that 
the department was leaving them scot free despite they 
being guilty. There Is nothing to show that they were being 
given a sympathetic treatment by the Management and 
were being discharged from the liability or from being 
proceeded against due to mercy. When there is the iin- 


i 



[’Flu—^TO3(ii)] 


4289 


;tT^26,2012MiS5, 1934 


traversed case that tiiey were taken into custody by the 
CBl officials the Management cannot be heard to say that 
no action was taken against them and that the said fact 
shows that they were not employed under it. It is well to 
presume that they may have esc^ied from being prosecuted 
or arraigned in disciplinary action because of dtey being 
innocent in the criminal act. Though they were not in the 
payrolls of the Customs Department or never paid any 
remuneration by it, that they never signed the Attendance 
Register as averred by Uie Respondent and the action on 
the part of the petitioners are characterized as blackmailing 
the Respondent against the case of the petitioners to die 
contra. Petitioners have a case of their employment for 
definite periods from definite points of time by w^ of tenure 
which ran continuous and regarding payment by way of 
consolidated sum of Rs. 2,500. The case of the Respondent 
is that no payment has been made by it at all. But the same 
is left to be conjecture and surmise. In as much as die fact 
that the petitioners stood employed in some way by some 
Officers of the Management, if not by the Management 
itself, though without an l^>pointment order the fact remains 
that there was service purchased from the petitioners and 
there is some relationship between the petitioners and the 
Officers of the Respondent, if not with die Management 
itself There is admittedly a case of the petitioners service 
having been discontinue after the date of the admitted 
CBI raid on 5-2-1999. The said discontinuance of the 
services of the petitioners is not in accordance with law. 
The discontinuance is evidently occasioned as a 
consequence of the CBI raid on 5-2-1999 which tends to 
show that petitioners haVe been put to bear some 
unwholesome liability out of the CBI raid though they are 
not even proceeded against but have been exonerated by 
the Management. An element of motivated victimization is 
discernible in the action of the Management against them. 
The same is unlawful and against all canons of natural 
justice. One of the petitioner has deposed in terms of his 
case as well as for his counterpart petitioners. Though 
they do not elevate the case of the petitioner to the realm 
of proof with adequate materials, yet they furnish some 
materials to prove that their case is substantially true 
regarding their employment, its continuity, naUire of work, 
thou^ not regarding the quantum of remuneration. When 
the case of the petitioners is that it is continuous lasting 
for years, the antiquity of commencement of service of one 
or two of them relating back to say 1982 or so going upto 
5-02-1999, thus lasting for several years, regarding the 
very aspect there is not even a murmur in the pleadings of 
the Respondents. The engagement of the petitioners by 
the officials of the Management, if not by the Management 
itself, goes virtually admitted. The cessation of their 
engagement is also not out of the volition of the petitioners 
themselves. The engagement came to end by 
discontinuance at the instance of the Management as is 
admitted. Regarding the nature of the engagement of the 
petitioners to prove that it is not as claimed by the petitioner, 


the burden is especially on the Respondent. But the 
Management has not come to the box to discharge that 
burden. In other words when a matter is especially within 
the special knowledge of a particular person the burden to 
prove that fact is upon him. While the case of the petitioners 
is that they were working under the Respondent as direct 
employees and that being controverted by the Management 
stating that it is not so actually but it is in a different manner 
that fact is to be especially proved by the Management. It 
is to be noted that law cannot be oblivious to what is 
obvious to others. But in order to remove the oblivious 
elements of the aspects the person or persons to whom it 
is not so oblivious but is obvious has/have to come forward 
and discharge that function which is not done here. Then 
only it is possible for the Court to remove the oblivious 
and come to know the actual situation centering round it 
Vithout compliance thereof it cannot be said law cannot 
be oblivious to what is obvious is others until the 
concerned persons appear and remove the obscurity. From 
the admissions in the pleadings of the Respondent It could 
well be found that the petitioners had been employed under 
the Respondent, somehow, for definite years of periods 
and have eventually been terminated in violation of Section- 
25F of the ID Act even without an enquiry which is illegal 
and void. From the some materials by way of evidence and 
the admissions of the Respondent the case of the 
petitioners could be said substantially proved though 
petitioner have not been able to individually prove it in all 
aspects by themselves. The said termination amounts to 
retrenchment. The same is liable to be set aside and the 
petitioners are entitled to some reliefs by way of 
reinstatement with or without benefits or by way of 
compensation. 

14. Resultantly, the termination of the petitioners not 
being legal and justified the s^e is set aside. The other 
question is whether they have to be reinstated into service 
or should be made to rest content with aWard of some 
compensation. It is to be noted that in all cases of illegal 
termination reinstatement is not to follow automatically. In 
the case of casual labourers it may well be answered with 
an order to pay compensation. In the result it is ordered 
that the Respondent shall pay the petitioners in ID 397/ 
2004, 398/2004, 402/2004 and 4! 5/2004 compensation 


amounting as follows. 


ID 397/2004— 

Rs. 1,25,000 

ID398/2004~ 

Rs. 1,75,000 

ID402/2004 — 

Rs. 1,75,000 and 

ID415/2004 — 

Rs. 1,50,000/- 

with the interest @ 12% per annum from the dale of 
award until the amounts are duly paid but without costs. 
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15. The reference is answered accordingly. Ex. W25 — Entry pass pertaining to P. Rajagopal 


(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corre cted and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day tl le 24th April, 2012) 

A. N. JANARDANAN, Presiding Officer 

Witr esSes Examined: 

For t le 1 St Party/Petitioner : WW1. Sri S. P. Aninraj 

Fortiie 2nd Party/1 St Man^ement: None 

Doci ments Marked; 

On t le Petitioner's side 

Ex. ho. Date Description 

EX.N^l (Series) —Enti 7 passes issued to the petitioners 
(4 in number) by Dy. Commissioner of Police, 
Security and Anti-Hijacking 

Ex. \ Q. — Entry pass issued to Paneerselvam 

Ex. V /3 — Entry pass issued to Paneerselvam 

Ex. \ /4 — Entry pass issued to Paneerselvam 

Ex. \ /5 — Entry pass issued to Paneerselvam 

Ex. \ /6 — Police Verification Letter issued by the 

Superintendent of Police 

Ex. \ /7 ’ — Entry pass issued to Jagannathan 

Ex. \ /8 — Entry pass issued to Jagannathan 

Ex. \ i^9 — Entry pass issued to Jagannathan 

Ex, > ^10 — Entry pass issued to Jagannathan 

Ex. Wl 1 — Entry pass issued to Jagannathan 

Ex. W12 — Entry pass issued to Jagannathan 

Eix.W13 —Entry pass issued to Jagannathan 

EX.WI4 —Entry pass issued to Jagannathan 

Ex. ’ V15 — Entry pass issued to Jagannathan 

Ex.W16 —Entry pass issued to Jagannathan 

Ex.' V17 — Entry paSs issued to Jagannathan 

Ex. V V8 — Entry f^SS issued to Jagannathan 

EX.MV19 —Entry pass issued to Jagannathan 

Ex. WV20 — Character Certificate issued by the 

Inspector of Police, Pazhavanthangal 
to iapnnathan 

. Ex. (V21 — Pol ice Verifitation Letter issued by the 

Superintendent of Police, Chennai-16 

'• Ex. W22 — Entry piss pertaining to P. Rajagopal 

* Ex. W24 — Entry pass pertaining to P. Rajagopal 


Ex. W26 — Entry pass pertaining to P. Rajagopal 

Ex. W27 — Entry pass pertaining to P. Rajagopal 

Ex. W28 — Entry pass pertaining to P. Rajagopal 

Ex.W29 —Character Certificates issued by the 

Inspector of Police 

Ex. W30 — Character Certificates issued by the 

Inspector of Police 

EX.W31 —Character Certificates issued by the 

Inspector of Police 

EX.W32 —Character Certificates''issued by the 

Inspector of Police 

EX.W33 —Character Certificates issued by the 

in^^ectoref Police 

EX.W34 — Police Verififatton Letter issued by the 

SupeHiitihdIht of Police in respect of 
Rajagopal 

£x.W 35 -'Authorlauitton letter issued to 

S.P.Arahraj 

Ex. W36 — Entry pass issued to S.P. Anmny 

EX.W37 —Entry pass issued to S.P. Arunr^ 

Ex. W38 — Police Verification Letter issued by the 

Superin^dent of Police in respect of 
Arunraj 

Ex. W39 — Letter written jointly by the petitioners 

to the Commissioner of Customs 
regarding reinstatement 

EX-W40 —Letter from the Additional 

Commissioner to the petitioners 
regarding refusal of employment 

Ex.W4l —Letter from Jagannathan to the 

Commissioner of Customs regarding 
employment 

EX.W42 —Letter from the Commissioner of 

Customs to the petitioners 

Ex. W43 — Entry pass issued to one Lakshmipathy 

Ex.W 44 —Original temporary passes of all the 

petitioners. 

On the Managemtmf s side 

Ex. No. Date Description 

N/A 

M 2 2012 

1810.—1947 (1947 

14) ^ «im 17 ^ 
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[U T55r-22012/460/1998-3nf5flR (#-II)] 

t^nTi 3ifV^iO 

New Delhi, the 2nd May, 2012 

S.O. 1810,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 272/99) 
of the Central Governmmt Industrial Tribunal-Cum-Labo^r 
Court Jabalpur as shgwh in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of WCL and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 2-5-2012. 

D4o. L-22012/460/1998-IR(C-II)] 

RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTOAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSITUALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR 

No.CGIT/LC/R/272/99 

Presiding Officer: SHRIMOHD. SHAKIR HASAN 
The Secretary, 

Indian National Mines Overman Sirdar & 

Shat Fires Association, 

INMOSSA Bhavan, 

PO Padiakhera, 

Distt. BetuI (MP) Workman 

Versus 

Chief General Manager, 

Western Coalfields Limited, 

PO. Pathakhera,' 

Distt. BetuI (MP) ... Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this t9th day of April, 2012 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide 
its Notification No. L-220l2/460/98/IR(CM-II) dated 
30-7-99 has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
by this tnbimal:— 

“Whether the action of the management of Chief 
G^eral Manager, Western Coalfield Ltd. In demoting 
Shri B.L.Sanodia from Grade "B” to Grade “C” is 
justified? If not, to what relief is the workman 
entitled ?” 


2. The case of the Uni<m/workman in short is that 
Shri Bhurelal Sanodia was ^pointed as Mining Sardar on 
26-7-79 and was promoted as Safety-Cum-Production 
Assistant (in short SPA) w.e.f 1-10-91. It is stated that on 
17-7-95 at about 10 AM, he came in die office of Safety 
Officer Shri D .K. Chandrakar and threw his helmet on the 
table which was broken in pieces and threw the pieces on 
the officer causing injury to him and abused arid tlmatened 
him. On complaint of the Safety Officer, a departmental 
enquiry was conducted. Shri ID .Zakyani was appointed 
as Enquiry Officer and S.K.Bismillah was appointed as 
Management Representative. The delinquent workman 
participated in the enquiry proceeding and was assisted 
by the co-worker Shri R.Pra^. After enquiry, the enquiry 
report was submitted by the Enquiry Officer holding him 
guilty of the charges. It is stated that criminal ewe was 

. also lodged but the same was ended in acquittal. The 
Disciplinary authority after considering the enquiry report 
passed the order of punishment on 18-5-96 whereby he 
was reverted from Grade B to Mining Sardar Grade C. The 
workman preferred appeal but the same was dismissed on 
26-11 -2001. The woikman filed several representation after 
acquittal in criminal case but of no effect. It is submitted 
that the punishment order dated 18/20-5-96 be set aside 
and the workman be restored in his position with all his 
difference of wages. 

3. * The management appeared in the reference case 
and filed Written Statement. TTie case of the management, 
interalia, is that die woikman was initially (^pointed as 
Mining Sardar on 26-7-79 and was promoted as SPA 
on 1-10-91. It is stated thattm 17-7-95 he came in the office 
of Safety Officer shouted on'him and abused him. 
Thereafter he threw broken pieces of helmet on Shri 
Chandrakar causing him injury on left wrist. A departmental 
proceeding admittedly initiated against him. He had been 
given full opporhmity to defend himself who was assisted 
by Defence Representative. The Enquiry Officer after 
enquiry submitted the eriquiry report dated 18-8-95 holding 
him guilty of the charges. The Disciplinary Authority after 
considering the enquiry report, representation of the 
workman, evid^ce on record took a lenient view and passed 
the order of punishment on 18-5-96 whereby he was 
demoted fium the post of Safety-Cum-Production Assistant 
Grade B to Mining Sardar Grade C. It is submitted that the 
action of the management is just and legal and the award 
be passed in favour of the management. 

4. On the basis of the pleadings the following issues 
are framed— 

I. Whether the Departmental Enquiry conducted 
by the management against the woikman is legal 
and prr per? 

II. Whether the action of the management in 
demoting Shri B.L Sanodia Gradd B to Grade C 
isjustified? 
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III. To what other relief the workman is entitled? 

5. Issue No. I 

This issue is taken up as a preliminary issue. After 
hearing the parties and after perusing the evidence on 
record, it is held that the departmental enquiry conducted 
by I he management against die workman is legal and proper 
vido order dated 8-2-2010. This order is not reversed by 
any competent court as yet. Thus this issue is, already, 
ear ier decided. 


complainant or not. The evidence of the witnesses shows 
that the complainant sustained injury by throwing pieces 
of helmet on the body of the complainant. There is minor 
contradiction in the evidence of the witnesses which is 
obvious by way different manner of expression of the 
witnesses and by lapse of the time. This shows that the 
witnesses were not tutored and the finding of the Enquiry 
Officer is not perversed. 

7. The order of punishment dated 18/20-5-96 which 
is marked as Exhibit M/12 shows that the management had 


6. Issue No. n 

The learned counsel for the workman has raised 
question that the finding of the Enquiry Officer is perverse 
anc therefore the punishment was passed without any 
app lication of mind. There is no fresh evidence adduced in 
the case. The parties have relied the evidence adduced by 
the management and delinquent workman before the 
Enc uiry Officer. On perusal of the evidence adduced in the 
enquiry proceeding which is marked as Exhibit M/8 and 
the copy of the Enquiry report which is marked as Exhibit 
M/‘ > it is clear that on the alleged date and time the workman 
wei it in the office of the Safety Officer for complaining of 
his 3ld helmet which was broken by the workman either by 
pre ising on the table or by throwing it on the table which 
app ears to be an act to unbecoming a govt, servant. It is 
also admitted that the Safety Officer sustained injury at 
thai very time. The only question is that the Safety Officer 
sus ained injury in the manner as has been alleged by the 
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taken a lenient view and instead of dismissal, he was simply 
demoted from Grade B to Grade C for giving him a chance 
to improve his conduct. 1 do not find any reason to interfere 
in the or^er passed by the management which appears to 
be just and proper. This issue is accordingly decided against 
the workman and in favour of the management. 

8. Issue No, III 

On the basis of discussion made above, 1 find that 
the workman is not entitled to any relief Accordingly the 
reference is answered. 

9. In the result the award is passed without any order 
to costs. 

10. Let the copies of the award be sent to the 
Government of India, Ministry of Labour & Employment 
as per rules. 

MOHD. SHAKIR HASAN, PresidingOflficer 





